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Abandonment  of  the  Fortifications 

Following  Confederate  General  Jubal  A.  Early's  Raid  on  Washington,  DC,  the  threat  to  the  nation's 
capital  diminished  considerably.  Many  units  formerly  stationed  at  one  of  the  forts  in  the  Defenses  of  Wash- 
ington found  themselves  in  the  field,  most  likely  in  the  Army  of  the  Potomac,  and  possibly  converted  from 
artillery  to  infantry.  No  additional  Confederate  invasions  or  attacks  on  the  Defenses  of  Washington  oc- 
curred. 1 

After  the  Confederate  Army  of  Northern  Virginia's  surrender  at  Appomattox,  VA,  on  April  9,  1 865, 
the  Defenses  of  Washington  performed  its  last  military  function  of  the  Civil  War.  In  the  midst  of  Washington's 
exuberant  celebrations,  "The  chain  of  forts  around  the  city,  and  batteries  of  field  artillery  between,  made  a 
ring  of  cannons  around  the  city  which  were  fired  in  rotation  for  several  hours.  The  line  of  cannon  salutes 
running  round  and  round  the  other  always  proceeded  in  the  same  direction,  so  that  it  went  round  and  round 
the  circuit  20  to  30  miles."2  But,  at  the  same  time,  the  War  Department  began  planning  the  reduction  of  the 
U.S.  Army  including  its  size,  activities,  property,  etc.  Soon,  the  War  Department  issued  General  Orders  No. 
77,  "For  Reducing  Expenses  of  the  Military  Establishment,"  April  28,  1865,  that  included  the  following 
pertinent  passages: 

I.  That  the  chiefs  of  the  respective  bureaus  of  this  Department  proceed  immediately  to  reduce  the 
expenses  of  their  respective  departments  to  what  is  absolutely  necessary,  in  view  of  an  immediate  reduction 
of  the  forces  in  the  field  and  garrison  and  the  speedy  termination  of  hostilities,  and  that  they  severally  make 
out  statements  of  the  reductions  they  deem  practicable. 

V.  That  the  chief  engineers  stop  work  on  all  field  fortifications  and  other  works,  except  those  for 
which  specific  appropriations  have  been  made  by  Congress  for  completion,  or  that  may  be  required  for  the 
proper  protection  of  works  in  progress. 

VII.  The  Adjutant-General  of  the  Army  will  cause  immediate  returns  to  be  made  by  all  commanders 
in  the  field,  garrisons,  detachments,  and  posts  of  their  respective  forces,  with  a  view  to  their  immediate 
reduction. 

VIII.  The  Quartermaster's,  Subsistence,  Ordnance,  Engineer,  and  Provost-Marshal-General's  de- 
partments will  reduce  the  number  of  clerks  and  employes  to  that  absolutely  required  for  closing  the  business 
of  their  respective  departments,  and  will  without  delay  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War  the  number  required  of 
each  class  or  grade.  The  Surgeon-General  will  make  similar  reductions  of  medical  officers,  nurses,  and 
attendants  in  his  Bureau. 

IX.  The  chiefs  of  the  respective  bureaus  will  immediately  cause  property  returns  to  be  made  out  of 
the  public  property  in  their  charge,  and  a  statement  of  the  property  in  each  that  may  be  sold  upon  advertise- 
ment and  public  sale  without  prejudice  to  the  service.-' 

The  Engineer  Bureau  had  already  been  considering  end-of-the-war  dispositions  and  had  informed 
the  commanding  general  of  its  intentions: 
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ENGINEER  DEPARTMENT. 
Washington,  April  21,  1865 
Brig.  Gen.  John  A.  Rawlins, 
Chief  of  Staff,  Armies  of  the  United  States, 
Headquarters  General  Grant,  Washington,  D.  C.  : 

GENERAL:  I  have  the  honor  to  recommend  to  the  lieutenant-general  that  instructions  may  be 
given  to  the  generals  of  departments  to  confine  the  labor  on  temporary  fieldworks  to  such  as  can  be  per- 
formed by  the  troops;  to  avoid  all  further  expenditure  in  the  employment  of  hired  operatives  and  purchase  of 
material,  and  to  collect  and  preserve  all  tools  and  property  appertaining  to  the  engineer  service,  to  the  end 
that  they  be  held  for  sale  or  transportation  to  depots  hereafter  to  be  designated,  or  held  ready  for  immediate 
use  when  required;  also  the  same  instructions  in  relation  to  siege  material  and  bridge  trains.  The  chief 
engineer  has  caused  property  and  funds  to  be  forwarded  to  the  engineer  officers  assigned  to  duty  under  the 
generals  commanding  in  the  field,  which  commanders  are  the  judges  of  the  necessity  and  expediency  of 
constructing  the  works  of  offense  and  defense,  as  occasion  may  require.  Hence,  the  chief  engineer  cannot 
with  propriety  interfere  in  suspending  any  of  the  works  in  progress,  and  therefore  suggests  that  the  lieu- 
tenant-general call  the  attention  of  the  commanders  in  such  localities  as  he  may  see  fit  to  the  subject  now 
presented.  In  every  department  attention  may  probably  be  given  at  once  to  the  collection  of  tools,  property, 
and  instruments,  and  great  saving  of  treasure  effected  by  early  attention  to  this  subject.  It  is  also  recom- 
mended that  the  department  commanders  require  their  engineer  officers  to  keep  on  hand  a  specified  supply 
of  tools,  &c,  to  meet  any  emergency,  forwarding  the  residue  to  depots. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

RICH'D  DELAFIELD, 

Brigadier-General  and  Chief  Engineer,  U.S.  Army'* 

And  the  Engineer  Bureau  then  issued  the  following  circular  to  all  Engineer  officers: 

Engineer  Department 
Washington,  April  29,  1865 

Sir: 

In  conformity  with  General  Order  No.  77,  AGO,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  enclosed,  you  will 
cause  the  same  to  be  carried  into  effect  without  delay. 

Your  attention  is  to  be  given  first,  to  suspending  all  unnecessary  expenditures  for  services  and 
material.  No  more  work  is  to  be  done  on  any  of  the  field  fortifications  by  hired  labor  or  purchased  material. 

You  will  then  give  your  attention  to  the  collection  and  preservation  of  all  Engineer  property,  books, 
maps,  plans,  instruments  and  papers  under  your  charge,  and  that  of  officers  and  others  under  your  command, 
to  the  end  that,  the  resources  of  the  government  shall  be  preserved  and  disposed  of  to  insure  the  greatest 
economy  with  least  possible  expense. 

In  effecting  this  purpose  you  will  request  the  Commanding  General  to  furnish  you  with  such  store 
houses,  means  of  transportation,  service  of  troops,  and  store-keepers,  as  shall  best  secure  the  public  interest. 

As  much  of  this  property  as  may  be  needed  for  the  use  of  the  Army  and  Engineer  service  generally 
will  be  carefully  preserved,  the  residue  will  be  sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of,  as  shall  hereafter  be  directed — 
the  present  purpose  being  to  collect  and  preserve  the  property. 

Richard  Delafield, 
General  and  Chief  Engineer-* 
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The  War  Department  followed  with  another  order  in  concert  with  the  Engineer  bureau's  recommen- 
dations: 

GENERAL  ORDERS  No.  87. 

WAR  DEPT,  ADJT.  GENERAL'S  OFFICE, 
Washington,  May  9,  1865. 

Concerning  engineer  property  and  labor  on  fieldworks. 

Army  and  department  commanders  will  at  once  cause  to  be  collected  and  stored,  at  convenient 
depots,  all  tools,  siege  material,  bridge  equipage,  and  other  engineer  property  not  absolutely  needed  for 
immediate  service  with  troops,  and  have  inventories  of  property  so  collected  forwarded  to  the  Chief  Engineer 
of  the  Army,  with  recommendation  for  its  disposal.  The  latter  will  give  the  necessary  instructions. 

All  labor  on  construction  and  repairs  of  field-works  should  now  be  done  by  troops,  hired  labor  will 
not,  therefore,  be  so  employed,  unless  specially  authorized  from  these  headquarters  or  the  Engineer  Depart- 
ment; and  no  further  purchases  of  engineer  material  for  field-works  will  be  made  without  similar  authority, 
except  in  cases  of  urgent  necessity. 

By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War: 

E.  D.  TOWNSEND, 

Assistant  Adjutant-General .® 

The  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Defenses  of  Washington,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Barton  S.  Alexander,  had 
given  considerable  thought  to  what  the  end  of  the  war  would  mean  for  the  fortifications  in  his  charge  .  On 
May  1,  he  wrote  Chief  Engineer,  Richard  Delafield: 

"I  had  anticipated  to  some  extent  at  least,  the  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  instructions  of  the 
Department  by  suspending  operations  on  all  new  works  and  as  far  as  practicable  on  all  the  old  works  of 
secondary  importance,  and  since  that  time  have  confined  operations  to  the  more  important  forts,  standing  on 
prominent  points,  and  commanding  the  approaches  to  the  city. 

To  be  specific,  so  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding,  I  will  add  that  my  instructions  contem- 
plated the  keeping  up  of  twenty  forts,  ten  on  each  side  of  the  [Potomac]  River  -  viz: 
North  of  the  Potomac 

Fort  Carroll,  Fort  Stanton,  Fort  Baker,  Fort  Mahan,  Fort  Lincoln,  Fort  Totten,  fort  Slocum,  Fort  Steevens, 
Fort  Reno  and  Fort  Sumner. 
South  of  the  Potomac 

Fort  Lyon,  fort  Ellsworth,  Fort  Worth,  Fort  Ward,  Fort  Richardson,  Fort  McPherson,  Fort  Whipple,  Fort 
Morton,  Fort  C.F  Smith  and  Fort  Ethan  Allen. 

This  list,  as  will  be  seen,  does  not  include  either  Fort  Foote  or  Battery  Rodgers,  the  two  water 
batteries  for  the  defense  of  the  [Potomac]  River  approach  to  the  city  which  I  took  for  granted  would  be 
maintained. 

Such  was  my  idea  of  what  ought  to  be  done  before  I  received  the  circular  of  the  Department  and 
such  is  still  my  opinion." ' 

Later,  in  the  same  report,  Alexander  wrote,  "In  issuing  the  orders  to  which  I  have  alluded  I  supposed 
that  I  had  reduced  the  number  of  works  to  a  minimum."   He  then  queried,  "The  question  presented  for 
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consideration  is  one  of  policy.  Does  the  government  wish  any  of  the  works  now  constituting  the  defenses  of 
Washington  to  be  maintained?  If  so,  is  it  desirable  that  the  number  of  these  works  should  be  reduced  to  a 
minimum?  If  these  questions  are  answered  in  the  affirmative  then  all  necessary  orders  have  already  been 
given  and  I  shall  in  future  confine  my  operations  to  finishing  the  work  already  commenced  at  the  forts  above 
designated.  Holding  these  [forts]  we  command  most  of  the  approaches  to  the  city  and  have  the  skeleton  of 
a  line  of  defence  which  can  be  readily  put  up  again  on  the  breaking  out  of  a  future  war."8 

Elaborating  on  his  ideas,  Alexander  sent  the  following  memorandum  to  the  commander  of  the  De- 
fenses of  Washington,  Major  General  Christopher  C.  Augur: 

List  of  forts  and  batteries  arranged  in  classes  in  the  order  of  their  relative  importance. 

Designation  of  works  north  of  the  Potomac  (first  class):  Forts  Foote,  Carroll,  Stanton,  Baker,  Mahan, 
Lincoln,  and  Battery  Jameson,  Forts  Totten,  Slocum,  Stevens,  Reno,  and  Battery  Reno,  Fort  Sumner. 

South  of  the  Potomac  (first  class):  Battery  Rodgers,  Forts  Lyon,  Ellsworth,  Worth,  Ward,  Richardson, 
McPherson,  Whipple,  Morton,  (C.  F.  Smith,  Ethan  Allen. 

It  has  been  proposed  to  retain  permanently  the  forts  of  the  first  class,  as  they  occupy  commanding 
positions,  and  If  maintained  will  constitute  the  skeleton  of  a  line  of  defense  which  may  be  easily  built  up 
again  when  circumstances  require.  It  is  difficult  to  say  which  of  these  forts  is  the-most  important.  They  are 
arranged,  therefore,  in  geographical  position. 

North  of  the  Potomac  (second  class):  Forts  Greble,  Meigs,  fort  on  Kennedy  s  Hill,  Forts  Chaplin, 
Bunker  Hill,  De  Russy,  Kearny,  Simmons  and  Mansfield  (essentially  one  fort),  Battery  Cameron. 

South  of  the  Potomac  (second  class):  Forts  Willard,  O'Rorke,  Farnsworth,  Weed,  Barnard,  Berry, 
Albany,  Tillinghast,  Strong,  Marcy.  The  forts  of  this  class  are  generally  in  good  order,  and  would  last  many 
years  without  much  expenditure  of  labor  or  money.  They  occupy  positions  which  must  be  held  when  the  city 
is  threatened  by  a  land  attack.  They  are  not  so  important,  however,  as  the  forts  named  in  the  first  class. 

North  of  the  Potomac  (third  class):  Forts  Snyder,  Ricketts,  Wagner,  Davis,  Du  Pont,  circular  fort. 
Fort  Thayer,  Battery  Morris,  Forts  Saratoga.  Slemmer,  Batteries  Smead,  Russell,  Forts  Bayard.  Gaines, 
Batteries  Vermont,  Martin  Scott,  Chain  Bridge  Battery,  Batteries  Kemble  and  Parrott. 

South  of  the  Potomac  (third  class):  Fort  Williams,  Battery  Garesche,  Forts  Reynolds,  Scott,  Runyon, 
Jackson,  Craig,  Cass,  Woodbury,  Corcoran,  Bennett,  Haggetty,  two  block-houses  and  battery  in  Hunting 
Creek  Valley,  one  blockhouse  on  Leesburg  turnpike,  three  block-houses  on  Aqueduct  Bridge.  This  class 
embraces  the  works  of  least  importance  and  should  be  first  abandoned. 

B.  S.  ALEXANDER, 

Lieutenant-Colonel  and  Aide-de-Camp,  Chief  Engineer  of  Defenses. 

Washington,  DC,  May  10,  1865. 9 

The  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Army,  Richard  Delafield,  had  given  some  additional  thought  to  the  dispo- 
sition of  the  Defenses  of  Washington  and  he  wrote  the  Secretary  of  War,  Edwin  M.  Stanton,  on  May  6, 
1865,  offering  his  views. 
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Engineer  Department 
Washington,  D.C.,  May  6,  1865. 

Hon.  E.  M.  STANTON, 
Secretary  of  War,  Washington,  D.  C. : 

SIR:  The  defenses  of  Washington  at  this  time  consist  of  seventy-four  inclosed  forts  and  armed 
batteries,  each  having  a  guard  or  garrison,  and  armed  with  905  guns  of  various  calibers,  with  magazine 
stores  with  powder  and  fixed  ammunition  amounting  to  about  200  rounds  per  gun,  or  181,000  rounds.  This 
system  of  defensive  works  envelopes  the  city,  navy-yard,  Alexandria,  and  Georgetown,  and  was  constructed 
against  rebel  enemies  who  could  approach  by  land  from  north,  south,  east,  and  west,  and  is  about  thirty-two 
miles  in  extent.  The  necessity  for  this  extensive  system  of  temporary  works  no  longer  exists,  and  1  recom- 
mend that  fifty-one  of  these  forts  and  inclosed  batteries  be  at  once  dismantled,  the  artillery  and  stores  of  all 
kinds  withdrawn,  and  deposited  either  in  the  remaining  twenty-three  forts  or  at  the  arsenals,  stores,  and 
depots  under  charge  of  the  different  military  departments  of  the  army.  After  disarming,  dismantling,  and 
withdrawing  the  stores,  a  guard  should  remain  to  protect  the  property  from  fire  and  injury,  and  measures 
taken  to  restore  the  grounds  to  the  rightful  owners.  To  this  end  it  is  advisable,  as  far  as  practicable,  to 
liquidate  claims  on  the  Government  for  the  uses  and  changes  made  to  the  property  by  conveying  to  the 
owners  the  right  and  title  to  the  buildings  and  fixtures,  of  timber  on  the  bomb-proofs,  magazines,  and 
stockades  of  the  several  works;  which  if  unacceptable  to  the  claimants  in  full  satisfaction  for  the  use  of  the 
ground,  changes,  alterations,  and  removal  offences,  woods,  trees,  and  all  others  made  by  the  authorities  of 
the  United  States,  the  same  shall  be  removed  and  materials  in  part  sold  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  found 
most  advantageous  to  the  public  interest,  and  the  residue  stored  as  may  be  useful  for  the  military  service 
elsewhere.  The  works  to  be  retained  for  the  present  will  be: 

On  the  north  of  the  Potomac:  Fort  Carroll,  Fort  Stanton,  Fort  Baker,  Fort  Mahan,  Fort  Lincoln,  Fort 
Totten,  Fort  Slocum,  Fort  Stevens,  Fort  Reno,  and  Fort  Sumner;  and  on  the  south  of  the  Potomac:  Fort  Lyon 
and  three  redoubts,  Fort  Ellsworth,  Fort  Worth,  Fort  Ward,  Fort  Richardson,  Fort  McPherson,  Fort  Whipple, 
Fort  Morton,  Fort  C.  F.  Smith,  and  Fort  Ethan  Allen.  The  two  river  forts,  to  wit,  Fort  Foote  and  Battery 
Rodgers,  will  also  be  retained  for  the  present.  These  twenty-three  retained  forts  and  redoubts  occupy  and 
command  thirteen  positions  or  lines  of  approach  by  roads  or  cover  the  cities  of  Alexandria,  Georgetown,  and 
Washington,  its  navy-yard  and  arsenal,  and  the  roads  from  the  north,  west,  south,  and  east.  At  a  later  period, 
after  the  fifty-one  works  and  all  their  connecting  lines  of  intrenchments  have  been  vacated  and  ground 
restored  to  the  owners,  some  of  the  remaining  twenty-three  may  probably  be  dismantled  and  the  grounds  in 
like  manner  restored  to  their  proprietors. 

The  preceding  recommendation  is  founded  upon  the  consideration  that  a  large  garrison  is  necessary 
for  some  time  to  come,  and  in  part  to  be  permanently  stationed  in  and  about  this  city  for  the  protection  of  the 
national  executive  authorities,  its  archives,  its  costly  and  extensive  public  buildings,  vieing  with  any  of  those 
in  Europe  for  magnificence,  elegance  of  architecture,  durability,  and  fitness  for  the  intended  purposes;  and 
its  naval  establishment  and  extensive  ordnance  depots,  the  value  and  cost  of  which  is  millions  of  dollars,  and 
the  destruction  of  which  would  be  a  serious  loss  and  prejudice  to  the  public  welfare.  Not  less  than  10,000 
men  at  the  present  time,  it  is  believed,  will  be  necessary  under  all  considerations  to  be  retained  in  and  about 
the  city,  and  the  twenty-three  retained  forts  are  selected  with  the  view  of  best  protecting  the  public  interests 
and  providing  quarters  and  other  accommodations  for  such  a  garrison  .  .  . 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 


RICH'D  DELAFIELD, 

Brigadier-General  and  Chief  of  Engineers' " 
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Stanton  read  the  report  and  referred  it  to  the  Commanding  General  of  the  Army,  Major  General  U.S. 
Grant.  On  May  10,  Grant  wrote,  "The  recommendations  of  the  chief  engineer  as  to  works  in  the  defensive 
line  around  Washington  and  Alexandria  to  be  dismantled  and  the  manner  of  doing  it  are  approved  .  .   "11 
The  War  Department  then  implemented  the  recommendations  in  the  Special  Orders  No.  315,  June  1 9,  1 865, 
in  the  following  section: 

59.  First.  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  chief  engineer,  dated  May  6,  1865,  approved  by  the 
lieutenant-general,  the  major-general  commanding  the  Department  of  Washington  will  at  once  give  orders 
for  the  dismantling  of  the  field-works,  &c,  constructed  for  the  defense  of  Washington,  with  the  following 
exceptions:  North  of  the  Potomac — Fort  Carroll,  Fort  Stanton,  Fort  Baker,  Fort  Mahan,  Fort  Lincoln,  Fort 
Totten,  Fort  Slocum,  Fort  Stevens,  Fort  Reno,  and  Fort  Sumner;  south  of  the  Potomac — Fort  Lyon  and  three 
redoubts,  Fort  Ellsworth,  Fort  Worth,  Fort  Ward,  Fort  Richardson,  Fort  McPherson,  Fort  Whipple,  Fort 
Morton,  Fort  C.  F  Smith,  and  Fort  Ethan  Allen;  also  the  two  river  forts.  Fort  Foote  and  Battery  Rodgers. 

Second.  He  will  see  that  the  forts  above  named  are  properly  armed,  making  such  changes  in  their 
present  armaments  as  may  be  required  by  the  interests  of  the  service. 

Third.  He  will  also  see  that  the  stores  not  required  for  those  forts  are  properly  stored  and  cared  for, 
using  temporarily  such  of  the  dismantled  forts  as  may  be  required  for  those  stores  which  cannot  be  properly 
cared  for  by  the  staff  departments. 

Fourth.  Until  Fort  McPherson  is  so  far  completed  as  to  be  ready  for  its  armament  and  garrison  Forts 
Tillinghast  and  Craig,  immediately  in  front  of  this  position,  will  be  maintained. 

Fifth.  The  ground  occupied  by  the  defenses  to  be  abandoned  will  be  restored  to  their  proprietors  of 
loyal  character,  endeavors  being  first  made  to  liquidate  all  claims  for  occupation  and  damage  of  every  kind 
by  transferring  to  them  all  the  right  and  title  to  the  buildings  and  fixtures  of  timber  on  the  bombproofs. 
magazines,  and  stockades  erected  thereon.  In  the  event  that  such  arrangement  is  not  made  to  liquidate  the 
claims  in  full  the  buildings  will  be  torn  down  and  material  transported  to  and  used  for  construction  of 
permanent  defenses  elsewhere,  or  sold,  as  may  be  found  most  advantageous  A  sufficient  guard  will  be, 
meantime,  kept  to  protect  the  property  from  fire  and  injury.^ 

Reacting  to  this  order,  the  U.S.  Army's  Department  of  Washington  released  its  own  issuance. 

GENERAL  ORDERS  No.  89 

HDQRS.  DEPT.  OF  WASHINGTON, 
TWENTY-SECOND  ARMY  CORPS, 
June  23,  1865. 

I.  Under  instructions  contained  in  Special  Orders,  No.  315,  current  series,  War  Department,  Adjutant- 
General's  Office,  of  June  19,  1865,  the  following  field-works  are  announced  as  composing  the  defenses  of 
Washington:  North  of  Potomac — Fort  Carroll.  Fort  Stanton.  Fort  Baker,  Fort  Mahan,  Fort  Lincoln,  Fort 
Totten,  Fort  Slocum,  Fort  Stevens,  Fort  Reno,  Fort  Sumner,  and  Fort  Foote;  south  of  Potomac — Fort  Lyon 
and  Redoubts  Weed,  Farnsworth,  and  O'Rorke.  Fort  Ellsworth,  Fort  Worth.  Fort  Ward,  Fort  Richardson, 
Fort  McPherson,  Fort  Whipple,  Fort  Morton,  Fort  C.  F.  Smith.  Fort  Ethan  Allen,  and  Battery  Rodgers.  All 
other  forts,  batteries,  and  blockhouses  of  the  defenses  of  Washington  will  be  at  once  dismantled,  excepting 
Fort  Tillinghast  and  Fort  Craig,  which  will  be  maintained  until  Fort  McPherson,  immediately  in  the  rear  of 
the  positions  occupied  by  them,  is  so  far  completed  as  to  receive  its  armament. 

II.  Under  instructions  to  be  issued  through  the  chief  of  artillery  of  the  department,  and  chief  engineer  of 
the  defenses,  division  commanders  will  dispose  of  all  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  belonging  to  the  forts  to 
be  dismantled,  and  make  the  necessary  changes  in  the  armament  of  the  works  to  be  retained. 
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II.  Fort  Greble  (north  of  the  Potomac)  and  Fort  Corcoran  (south  of  Potomac)  will  be  used  temporarily  for 
the  storage  of  such  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  as  the  chief  of  ordnance  may  designate. 

IV  As  soon  as  the  artillery,  ammunition,  and  other  stores  are  removed  from  any  fort,  battery,  or  block- 
house, the  garrison  thereof  will  be  withdrawn,  and  only  sufficient  guard  left  to  protect  the  property.  This 
guard  will  remain  until  further  orders  from  these  headquarters. 

V.  Such  property  and  material  belonging  to  the  Engineer  Department  within  the  forts  to  be  dismantled, 
as  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  engineer  of  the  defenses  may  be  needed  for  the  completion  of  the  forts  to  be 
retained,  or  is  of  such  nature  as  would  render  it  liable  to  injury,  or  to  be  stolen,  will  be  at  once  removed  to  the 
works  where  needed,  or  turned  into  the  nearest  engineer  depot. 

VI.  The  chief  of  artillery  and  chief  engineer  of  the  defenses  will  render,  with  as  little  delay  as  practi- 
cable, to  these  headquarters  reports  of  their  action  taken  under  the  provisions  of  this  order,  and  schedule 
exhibiting  proper  strength  of  garrison  for  each  work  to  be  retained. 

VII.  The  chief  quartermaster.  Department  of  Washington,  will  furnish  the  necessary  transportation  for 
execution  of  this  order. 

By  command  of  Major-General  Parke: 

J.  H.  TAYLOR, 

Chief  of  Staff  and  Assistant  A  djutant-General. '  ■* 

So,  in  May  and  June,  most  of  those  Army  officers  who  were  involved  in  the  ultimate  disposition  of  the 
Defenses  of  Washington  concurred,  but  did  not  necessarily  agree  on  the  way  in  which  to  achieve  their  goal. 
On  May  20,  Alexander  admonished  the  Chief  Engineer  that,  "In  making  arrangements  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  instructions  of  the  Department  ...  in  respect  to  the  defence  of  the  city,  I  find  that  if  I  am  not 
allowed  to  incur  expenditures  for  materials  or  for  pay  of  hired  men,  I  shall  be  forced  to  cease  operations 
entirely  in  a  few  days  from  this  time."14  Then,  on  May  22,  Alexander  asked  "to  be  supplied  with  twenty 
thousand  dollars  ...  to  be  applied  to  the  Intrenchments  for  the  defence  of  Washington  for  the  current  month. 
This  amount  will  be  mainly  for  the  payment  of  wages  of  workmen  .  .  "15 

Delafield  replied  on  May  26,  informing  Alexander  "that  unless  other  instructions  are  received  from  the 
War  Department  no  changes  can  be  made  in  the  orders  ...  in  reference  to  the  defensive  works  of  this  city, 
.  .  ,"16  Although  Alexander,  and  possibly  others,  thought  that  the  Defenses  of  Washington  held  a  special 
status  and  required  more  than  the  other  defenses  around  the  country,  the  War  Department  had  decided 
specifically  what  was  necessary.  The  orders  issued  to  Alexander  were  final. 

Alexander  reported  that  during  his  May  1865  operations,  "The  force  of  hired  workmen,  mechanics  and 
laborers  was  greatly  reduced  during  the  last  month."  He  stated  that  this  force  had  averaged  163  hired  men 
and  15  enlisted  men  for  the  defenses  north  of  the  Potomac  and  190  hired  men  and  446  enlisted  men  for  the 
defenses  south  of  the  Potomac.  In  June,  the  force  averaged  18  hired  men  and  135  enlisted  men  for  the 
defenses  north  of  the  Potomac  and  20  hired  men  and  230  enlisted  men  for  the  defenses  south  of  the 
Potomac.  By  September  1865,  the  force  averaged  one  enlisted  man  and  9  hired  men  for  the  defenses  north 
of  the  Potomac  and  15  enlisted  men  and  12  hired  men  for  the  defenses  south  of  the  Potomac.17 
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During  this  time,  the  work  force  performed  a  variety  of  renovation  tasks.  Alexander,  in  June  1865, 
reported  to  the  Chief  Engineer  that  during  May  his  workforce  had  accomplished  the  following  work  on  the 
"retained  forts":  sloping  and  sodding  parapets,  banquette  slopes  and  traverses  at  Fort  Foote;  putting  a 
stockade  in  front  of  the  magazine  at  Fort  Stanton;  revetting  the  passageway  at  Fort  Meigs;  removing  the  old 
counterscarp  gallery  and  erecting  a  new  one  at  Fort  Lincoln;  reinforcing  the  parapet  at  Fort  Ethan  Allen; 
roofing,  flooring,  shelving  and  ventilating  the  new  magazines  at  Fort  McPherson;  and  repairing  the  lunette 
at  Fort  Strong.  In  June,  the  workforce  built  a  counterscarp  gallery  and  covered  it  with  earth  at  Fort  Lincoln; 
constructed  an  entrance  and  gateway,  built  a  parapet  and  gravelled  the  terreplein  at  Fort  Ward;  laid  gun 
platforms,  constructed  embrasures,  built  a  new  stone  magazine  and  removed  the  old  magazine,  and  put  up 
a  pole  revetment  at  Fort  Worth;  laid  gun  platforms,  made  embrasures,  and  raised  the  right  front  bastion's 
parapet  at  Fort  Ellsworth;  built  a  traverse  at  the  right  end  of  the  bombproof  at  Fort  Lyon;  and  constructed 
two  filling  rooms  and  covered  them  with  earth  at  Battery  Rodgers.  Engineer  work  on  the  "retained  forts" 
in  July  included:  sodding  the  parapet  slopes  at  forts  Carroll,  Stanton,  Baker,  Mahan,  Totten,  Slocum,  Stevens, 
Sumner,  Whipple  and  Battery  Reno;  repairing  the  bridge  at  Fort  Greble;  putting  a  balustrade  in  the  bomb- 
proof at  Fort  Ethan  Allen;  laying  gun  platforms  at  forts  Lyon,  Ellsworth,  Ethan  Allen  and  C.F.  Smith; 
making  embrasures  at  C.  F.  Smith;  constructing  stone  magazines  at  forts  Ethan  Allen  and  Worth;  and  mak- 
ing and  sodding  banquettes  at  the  gateway  at  Fort  Ward.  In  August,  the  work  included  laying  two  gun 
platforms  at  Fort  Reno;  laying  gun  platforms  at  various  "retained  forts"  South  of  the  Potomac;  sodding  the 
parapet  slopes  at  Fort  Sumner;  and  constructing  traverses  and  implement  rooms  at  Battery  Rodgers.  Alexander 
reported  no  further  work  on  the  "retained  forts"  following  the  August  work  because  the  Engineers  were  not 
"to  incur  expenditures  for  hired  labor"  and  "the  Major  General  commanding  the  Department  declined  to 
furnish  any  large  details  of  enlisted  men."18 

At  those  fortifications  deemed  expendable,  the  workforce  removed  pintle  crosses,  magazine  lining, 
brass  locks,  hinges,  and  sandbags;  dismantled  buildings,  dismounted  artillery,  and  collected  tools  and  other 
engineer  property  and  hauled  them  to  one  of  the  four  engineer  camps.  As  time  elapsed,  the  Army  chose  to 
maintain  fewer  and  fewer  of  the  forts  necessitating  the  collection  of  even  more  engineer  property.19 

Given  the  great  number  and  size  of  the  fortifications  in  the  Defenses  of  Washington,  the  work  took  some 
time  to  complete  But,  on  January  13,  1866,  Alexander  reported,  "...  I  closed  up  my  office  here,  as  far  as 
it  is  possible  to  close  it,  before  leaving;  that  I  have  discharged  every  person  connected  with  the  defenses 
except  .  .  .  Wm.  H.  Dickman  .  .  all  money  in  my  hands  appertaining  to  the  defences  has  been  deposited  to 
the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  except  the  sum  of  $159.52/100  which  has  been  retained  to 
pay  bills  yet  outstanding."20  Then  on  July  14,  1866,  from  Boston,  MA,  he  wrote,  "I  have  this  day  closed 
my  accounts  for  defences  of  Washington  by  depositing  in  the  Treasury  to  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the 
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United  States,  the  unexpended  balance  of  funds  received  by  me  amounting  to  $582.67  the  original  certifi- 
cate of  which  is  respectively  enclosed  herewith."21  With  the  Civil  War  over,  the  country  had  quickly 
abandoned  the  elaborate  fortification  system  around  its  capital. 

Disposition  of  the  Fortifications 

What  happened  to  the  fortifications  after  the  war.  The  Army  had  owned  the  land  on  which  some  of  the 
fortifications  were  built,  such  as  at  Battery  Vermont,  and  purchased,  in  January  1864,  the  land  encompass- 
ing Fort  Whipple.  But,  private  individuals  owned  most  of  the  subject  land.  Delafield,  therefore,  in  his  May 
6,  1865  report,  wrote  that  measures  should  be  "taken  to  restore  the  grounds  to  the  rightful  owners."22 

Restoring  the  land  was  only  part  of  the  problem.  Besides  losing  control  of  their  land  during  the  war,  the 
owners  had  suffered  additional  financial  loss  because  they  were  unable  to  cultivate  their  fields.  Many  had 
lost  even  more  because  the  Army  destroyed  fence  rails,  trees,  and  other  property  for  a  variety  of  purposes 
from  fueling  a  warm  fire;  to  furnishing  materials  for  constructing  gabions,  fascines  and  fraise  used  in  the 
fortifications;  to  providing  a  field  of  fire  for  the  artillery.23 

Colonel  John  G.  Barnard,  Alexander's  predecessor  as  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Defenses  of  Washington, 
aptly  described  the  Army's  use  of  the  land  on  which  it  built  the  fortifications: 

"The  sites  of  the  several  works  being  determined  upon,  possession  was  at  once  taken,  with  little  or  no 
reference  to  the  rights  of  the  owners  or  the  occupants  of  the  lands — the  stern  law  of  "military  necessity"  and 
the  magnitude  of  the  public  interests  involved  in  the  security  of  the  nation's  capital  being  paramount  to  every 
other  consideration.  In  one  case  a  church,  and  in  several  instances  dwellings  and  other  buildings  were 
demolished,  that  the  sites  might  be  occupied  by  forts.  Long  lines  of  rifle-trenches  and  military  roads  were 
located  and  constructed  where  the  principles  of  defense  or  the  convenience  of  communication  required  them, 
without  regard  to  the  cultivated  fields  or  orchards  through  which  they  might  pass.  In  addition  to  the  ground 
immediately  occupied  by  the  defensive  works,  the  lands  in  front  for  a  distance  of  two  miles  were  cleared  of 
standing  timber.  At  this  work  alone  there  were  employed  in  the  autumn  of  1862  details  of  troops  numbering 
from  2,000  to  3,000  men  for  a  period  of  several  weeks.  The  timber  so  cut  down  was  used,  so  far  as  it  was 
found  to  be  suitable,  in  the  construction  of  the  forts,  or  for  abatis. 

The  injuries  thus  inflicted  upon  the  citizens  living  along  the  lines,  in  the  destruction  and  use  of  private 
property,  were  in  the  aggregate  very  considerable,  and  there  were  probably  individual  cases  of  extreme 
hardship;  but,  however  much  these  evils  might  be  deplored,  they  could  not  be  avoided.  No  compensation  for 
such  damages  or  occupation  of  lands  was  made  or  promised,  nor  was  it  even  practicable  to  make  an  estimate 
of  their  pecuniary  amount.  In  some  instances  a  statement  of  the  number  of  acres  denuded  of  timber,  and  a 
general  description  of  its  kind  and  quality,  and  in  others  of  the  number  and  kind  of  trees  cutdown,  was  given 
to  the  owners,  upon  request  being  made  therefor,  as  a  supposed  basis  of  future  indemnity  by  the  Government; 
but  no  general  system  of  estimating  damages  was  attempted."2** 

Some  of  the  owners  had  already  proffered  claims  for  land  occupation,  use  and  damages.  On  December 
15,  1862,  B.T.  Swart  wrote  that  the  Army  had  occupied  his  farm  for  Fort  DeRussy,  preventing  him  from 
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cultivating  his  land  to  support  his  family,  and  felled  his  timber  for  buildings;  he  asked  for  rent  and  either 
permission  to  use  his  wood  or  receive  recompense  for  it.  Mrs.  Mary  Walker  and  L  E.  Chittenden  submitted 
claims  for  damages  and  rent  of  land  occuppied  by  Fort  Slocum,  Fort  Reynolds,  and  some  camps,  in  1 864.  In 
late  1 863,  Mrs.  James  C.  Dwyer  submitted  a  claim  for  the  use  of  her  70  acre  farm,  near  "Tennally  Town",  for 
Fort  Reno;  as  a  result,  she  received  $50.00  per  month  rent  for  her  land  from  the  date  of  first  occupation  till 
the  Army  abandoned  it  in  1866."  Mr.  P.J.  Buckey  had  received  $50.00  per  annum  for  rent  of  land  on  which 
Fort  Bayard  was  erected  and  Samuel  Shoemaker  had  received  $50.00  per  month  rent  for  land  on  which  Fort 
Mansfield  was  located.25 

Realizing  the  possibility  of  numerous  future  claims,  Delafield  proposed,  "To  this  end  it  is  advisable,  as 
far  as  practicable,  to  liquidate  claims  on  the  Government  for  the  uses  and  changes  made  to  the  property  by 
conveying  to  the  owners  the  right  and  title  to  the  buildings  and  fixtures,  of  timber  on  the  bomb-proofs, 
magazines,  and  stockades  of  the  several  works."  He  considered  the  wood  and  other  materials  valuable 
enough  to  placate  the  owners.26  The  following  notice  appeared  in  the  August  26,  1 865  issue  of  The  Army 
and  Navy  Journal: 

"An  opportunity  has  been  afforded  by  the  Government  to  owners  of  farms  upon  which  forts  have  been 
erected,  to  receive  the  buildings  and  other  property  left  in  dismantling  the  works  as  compensation  for  the 
occupation  of  the  land.  A  few  have  already  accepted  the  offer,  but  as  there  still  remains  a  large  amount  of 
nvaluable  property  unaccepted,  requiring  guards  for  its  protection,  it  is  probable  that  the  Government  will 
shortly  withdraw  the  offer,  remove  the  buildings,  &c,  and  leave  the  owners  of  lands  the  unpromising  alter- 
native of  getting  their  claims  for  compensation  through  Congress."27 

In  spite  of  the  value  of  wood  and  other  materials  at  the  forts,  some  owners,  including  Ellen  J.  King 
(Battery  Parrott),  Selby  B.  Scaggs  (Fort  Chaplin),  Margaret  B.  Dangerfield  (Battery  Garesche)  and  Gilbert 
Vanderwerken  (Fort  Marcy),  among  others,  refused  to  take  the  buildings  and  fixtures  as  full  compensation 
for  their  use  and  damages  claims.  In  these  instances,  Delafield  admonished  that  "...  if  unacceptable  to  the 
claimants  in  full  satisfaction  for  the  use  of  the  ground,  changes,  alterations,  and  removal  offences,  woods, 
trees,  and  all  others  made  by  the  authorities  of  the  United  States,  the  same  shall  be  removed  and  materials  in 
part  sold  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  found  most  advantageous  to  the  public  interest,  and  the  residue  stored 
as  may  be  useful  for  the  military  service  elsewhere."28 

Responding  to  Delafield's  decision  or  for  some  other  reason,  many  owners  changed  their  minds.  By 
December  16,  1865,  the  Government  had  returned  forts  Marcy,  Chaplin,  Saratoga,  Baker,  Worth  and  Wil- 
liams and  batteries  Cameron,  Kemble,  Garesche  and  Parrott  to  their  owners  with  accompanying  buildings 
and  fixtures  as  compensation  for  occupation,  use  and  damages.  Each  owner,  in  accepting  the  buildings  and 
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other  property  left  in  dismantling  the  works  as  just  compensation  for  the  occupation  of  the  land,  signed  a 
statement  similar  to  the  following: 

"This  Witnesses 

That  Whereas  the  United  States  Occupied  for  Military  Purposes  a  certain  piece  of  land  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  erected  thereon  Battery  Parrott,  together  with  sundry  buildings,  and  whereas  upon  determina- 
tion this  day  of  such  occupancy  the  aforesaid  buildings  and  improvements  were  by  the  United  States  granted 
to  the  owner  of  the  land. 

Now  therefore  I  Ellen  J.  King,  owner  in  fee  simple  of  the  land  so  occupied,  for  and  in  consideration  of 
the  sum  of  one  dollar,  the  receipt  of  which  is  hereby  acknowledged  as  well  as  in  consideration  of  the  build- 
ings and  improvements  granted  me  as  aforesaid,  and  by  me  accepted  in  full  satisfaction  for  the  use  of  said 
lands,  do  hereby  release  and  quit  claim  forever  all  right,  title,  interest,  and  claim  against  the  United  States, 
to  any  damages  that  have  accured  or  may  hereafter  accure  to  me  by  reason  of  the  aforesaid  military  occupa- 
tion of  said  land. 

In  witness  thereof  I  have  herewith  set  my  hand  and  seal  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th  day  of  October 
1865. 

(Signed)  X  [Ellen  J.  King]"29 

Actually,  some  of  the  owners,  including  Ellen  J.  King,  did  not  pay  much  attention  to  what  they  had 
signed.  In  May  1 874,  King  submitted  a  claim  for  rent  of  her  land  for  Battery  Parrott,  and  for  rails,  posts  and 
timber  removed  by  the  troops.  In  1 875  and  1 876,  she  received  compensation  from  the  Treasury  Department 
for  rent  and  removal  of  timber.30 

In  certain  instances,  the  Army  felt  that  the  accompanying  buildings  and  fixtures  were  worth  too  much  to 
turn  over  to  the  land  owner  and  offered  them  money  instead.  To  liquidate  these  valuable  buildings  and 
fixtures,  the  Army  held  auctions.  In  Alexander's  accounts  of  auction  sales  during  the  week  of  December  9, 
1865,  he  reported  that  he  had  received  $1490  for  the  sale  of  abatis  at  five  forts,  a  flagstaff,  an  implement 
house,  the  stockade  in  the  rear  of  one  fort,  and  timber,  lumber  &c.  at  three  forts  and  "All  other  materials  in 
Fort  C.F.  Smith."  Specific  winning  bids  were  $65.00  for  abatis  at  Fort  Strong,  $43.00  for  the  stockade  in 
the  rear  of  Fort  C.F.  Smith,  and  $605.00  for  the  timber,  lumber,  &c.  inside  of  Fort  Ethan  Allen.31 

Retained  Fortifications 

The  Army  retained  some  of  the  fortifications  for  military  purposes.  Fort  Foote,  MD,  on  the  Potomac 
River,  near  Fort  Washington,  MD,  served  as  a  coastal  fortification  until  1 878.  The  Army  maintained  Battery 
Rodgers,  at  Alexandria,  VA,  as  a  water  battery  on  the  Potomac  river  for  a  few  years  but  budget  cuts  caused 
its  abandonment.  Fort  Whipple,  with  its  fortifications  abandoned,  became  the  home  of  a  Signal  School  of 
Instruction  for  Army  and  Navy  officers,  established  in  1869,  and  changed  its  name  to  Fort  Myer  in  1881. 
The  Signal  Corps  also  retained  Forts  Greble  and  Carroll,  in  Washington,  DC,  for  a  few  years  but  soon 
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abandoned  them.  Of  all  the  forts,  Fort  Foote  is  the  only  one  of  the  68  forts  in  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of 
Washington  system,  which  many  considered  the  strongest  defenses  in  the  world  when  in  use,  that  the  Army 
maintained  as  a  fortification  for  any  period  of  time.32 

Disposition  of  Related  Property 

The  Army  had  constructed  numerous  roads  during  the  Civil  War  to  supply  the  fortifications  in  the 
Defenses  of  Washington,  DC.  and  to  facilitate  the  movement  of  troops  around,  to,  and  from  them;  gener- 
ally those  military  roads  that  aided  the  movement  of  traffic  continued  in  use,  as  civilian  roadways,  including 
Military  Road  in  Northwest  Washington  and  in  Arlington,  VA,  which  today  generally  follow  the  routes  of 
their  original  Civil  War  predecessors.33  After  Early's  Raid  on  Washington,  the  Quartermaster  General, 
Montgomery  C.  Meigs,  took  possession  of  1.033  acres,  for  the  Government,  as  the  future  Battle  Ground 
National  Cemetery,  and  Congress  acquired  title  to  the  land  in  February  1867.34  Other  sites,  mostly  associ- 
ated with  Early's  Raid,  existed  in  private  ownership  for  several  years  after  the  war.35  Examples  include  the 
seventeen  Confederate  dead  of  Early's  Raid  buried  beneath  a  Confederate  monument  at  Grace  Church,  in 
Silver  Spring,  MD,  and  nearby,  the  Francis  Preston  Blair's  mansion.  These  related  sites  and  others  are 
discussed  in  subsequent  chapters. 
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Post  Civil  War  Washington 

The  Washington,  DC.  area  experienced  many  changes  during  the  Civil  War.  Because  it  was  the 
capital  of  the  Union,  much  of  the  fighting  occurred  nearby,  and  the  military  stored  a  great  deal  of  its  muni- 
tions and  equipment  in  and  around  the  capital.  Thousands  of  soldiers  and  sailors  lived  in  the  area.  Freed- 
men,  former  slaves,  flocked  to  the  Union  capital  by  the  thousands.  The  war  effort  required  a  hefty  increase 
in  Government  employment.  From  1861  to  1865  the  population  ofWashington,  DC.  grew  from  75,000  to 
120,000.! 

All  of  these  people  needed  a  place  to  live,  causing  a  wartime  real  estate  boom  that  continued  for 
some  time  afterwards,  as  many  residents  in  the  post-war  period  speculated  in  land  and  property.  The  new 
landowners  varied  from  the  rich  to  the  poor  unskilled  workman.  A  number  of  blacks  were  among  the  new 
landowners.  During  and  immediately  after  the  war,  about  30,000  blacks  migrated  to  the  City,  but  few  were 
able  to  own  property.  The  U.S.  Government  had  abolished  slavery  in  Washington,  DC  in  April  1862,  com- 
pensating the  former  owners  for  over  3,000  slaves,  none  of  whom  owned  property.  Approximately  3,250 
black  men  from  the  city  served  in  the  Union  Army  during  the  war,  most  of  whom  also  had  no  property. 
Thus,  by  the  end  of  the  war,  the  majority  of  blacks  living  in  Washington  were  without  property  or  income. 
By  1867,  though,  blacks  comprised  about  one-fifth  of  the  city's  property  owners.2 

Realizing  that  many  problems  pertaining  to  freedmen  and  other  refugees  would  likely  accelerate 
after  the  war,  on  March  3,  1865,  Congress  established  the  Bureau  of  Refugees,  Freedmen,  and  Abandoned 
Lands,  incorporating  several  former  Government  organizations.  General  Oliver  Otis  Howard  served  as 
chief  of  the  Bureau.  Administered  by  the  Army,  the  Bureau  attempted  to  oversee  the  rehabilitation  of 
freedmen  and  other  refugees  by  helping  them  obtain  food,  clothing,  housing  and  education.  It  had  a  daunt- 
ing task.3 

In  1863,  the  Army  had  established  a  "Freedman's  Village"  on  the  Arlington  estate,  in  Virginia, 
owned  before  the  war  by  the  Custis-Lee  families.  There  the  freedmen  could  live  and  farm.  As  the  war 
progressed,  more  and  more  freedmen  came  to  the  village,  and  even  more  arrived  after  the  war.  Adminis- 
tered by  the  Army  and  by  Treasury  special  agents  during  most  of  the  war,  the  village  came  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  new  Bureau  of  Refugees  Freedmen  and  Abandoned  Lands  in  1 865.  Although  conditions 
were  not  the  best  in  the  village,  they  were  much  better  than  what  the  freedmen  faced,  on  their  own,  in  the 
city.  The  Bureau  provided  them  with  rooms  in  barracks  constructed  to  house  soldiers  and  in  former  hospi- 
tals. It  also  established  hospitals  in  the  City  to  minister  to  the  sick  freedmen.  Still,  the  Bureau  was  unable 
to  help  everyone,  and  many  freedmen  had  to  make  their  own  way  and  find  their  own  shelter4 
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In  some  instances,  these  freedmen  and  other  refugees  lived  in  and  around  the  recently  vacated  forts  that 
were  formerly  in  the  Defenses  of  Washington.  In  many  instances,  the  Army  returned  these  forts  to  their  former 
owners,  who  may  or  may  not  have  had  an  immediate  use  for  the  land  in  spite  of  the  real  estate  boom.  Thus,  some 
of  the  forts  and  their  buildings  sat  unattended.  They  were  prime  targets  for  squatters,  mostly  poor  freedmen  who 
could  find  shelter  and  other  items  such  as  abatis,  which  made  good  firewood.  Some  observers  commented  on 
these  squatters,  but  almost  no  one  mentioned  particular  forts  or  individuals,  making  it  difficult  to  document  this 
habitation . 5  Following  are  some  of  these  general  accounts : 

•  "But  around  the  slopes  of  the  fort,  among  the  bush  and  in  the  laurel  clearing  free  negroes 
had  built  their  cabins  out  of  the  wrecks  of  battery  wagon  and  sentry-box,  and  down  the  paths 
that  the  cannoniers  had  made  in  the  moist  hill  sides,  negro  men  and  women,  with  pails  and 
bundles  on  their  heads,  went  jogging  steadily,  as  in  the  first  listless  experience  of  self-owner- 
ship"6 

•  "All  the  forts  around  or  overlooking  the  city  are  dismantled,  the  guns  taken  out  of  them, 
the  land  resigned  to  its  owners.  Needy  negro  squatters,  living  around  the  forts,  have  built 
themselves  shanties  of  the  officers'  quarters,  pulled  out  the  abatis  for  firewood,  made  cord- 
wood  or  joists  out  of  the  log  platforms  for  the  guns,  and  sawed  up  the  great  flag-staffs  into 
quilting  poles  or  bedstead  posts. 

"The  strolls  out  to  these  old  forts  are  seedily  picturesque.  Freedmen,  who  exist  by 
selling  old  horse-shoes  and  iron  spikes,  live  with  their  squatter  families  where,  of  old,  the 
army  sutler  kept  the  canteen;  but  the  grass  is  drawing  its  parallels  nearer  and  nearer  the 
magazines.  Some  old  clothes,  a  good  deal  of  dirt,  and  forgotten  graves,  make  now  the  local 
features  of  war."7 

•  "The  fifty-six  forts  (sic!)  built  in  the  early  days  of  the  conflict  to  defend  the  capital  were 
still  standing  in  the  suburbs.  Plundered  of  their  lumber  by  nearby  farmers,  they  now  served 
as  shelter  for  the  many  freedmen  who  had  poured  into  the  District  from  the  nearby  planta- 
tions of  Maryland  and  Virginia;  from  the  wrecks  of  battery  wagons  and  sentry  boxes,  they 
had  improvised  the  flimsiest  constructions."8 

A  large  number  of  freedmen  settled  in  the  area  of  Fort  Reno  in  northwest  Washington.  Historian 
Judith  Beck  Helm  noted:  "Fort  Reno  was  retained  by  the  Army  as  late  as  January  1866,  and  many  freed 
blacks  continued  to  live  there."  In  1869,  the  heirs  of  the  owner,  Giles  Dyer,  sold  the  fort  and  surrounding 
area  to  Newall  Onion  and  Alexander  Butts,  real  estate  developers.  They  subdivided  the  land  into  sections  of 
a  couple  acres  each,  then  divided  the  sections  into  building  lots.  This  land  was  soon  made  available  for  rent 
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or  sale  at  reasonable  prices.  Some  black  squatters  bought  land.  One  descendent  of  an  African  American  buyer 
said  that  his  grandfather  bought  a  lot  for  $25  9 

The  area,  sometimes  called  "Reno  City,"  contained  about  sixty  houses  in  1894.  Around  the  turn  of 
the  century,  the  population  of  Tenleytown,  where  Reno  City  was  located,  included  a  population  of  758 
whites  and  369  blacks.  So  even  though  some  people  have  considered  Reno  City  as  a  wholly  black  community,  it 
was  not.  Helm  wrote:  "It  would  not  be  accurate  to  describe  the  Fort  Reno  area  as  a  ghetto  or  even  as  an  enclave." 
Also,  although  the  National  Park  Service  pamphlet  "Fort  Circle  Parks:  Civil  War  Defenses  ofWashington,  Wash- 
ington, DC,"  (1993)  declares  that  "Fort  Reno  was  designated  a  freedmen's  village,"  the  Federal  government 
never  officially  designated  or  recognized  Reno  City  as  a  freedmens'  Village. 10 

Maintaining  and  Disposing  of  the  Forts 

Because  the  Army  returned  most  of  the  forts  in  the  Civil  War  Defenses  ofWashington  to  their  owners, 
Government  agencies  were  precluded  from  using  them  after  the  war.  That  is  why  it  was  difficult  for  the 
Government  to  reacquire  many  of  the  forts  for  public  parks  in  the  Twentieth  Century.  The  owners  cleared 
many  of  the  fort  features  and  built  upon  them,  so  nothing  remains  of  a  number  of  the  original  fortifications. 
The  military  used  only  a  few  of  these  fort  sites  during  later  wars —  e.g.,  the  Spanish- American  War,  World 
War  I,  and  World  War  II. 

Not  all  of  the  forts  were  immediately  abandoned,  making  them  inaccessible  to  squatters.  It  was  not 
until  March  1866  that  the  Army  announced  the  closing  of  Forts  Carroll,  Stanton,  Baker,  Mahan,  Lincoln, 
Totten,  Slocum,  Reno,  and  Sumner.  Fort  Strong,  VA,  on  Arlington  Heights,  was  not  abandoned  until 
March  20,  1 869.  The  time-consuming  removal  of  Government  property  at  the  forts  and  their  temporary  use 
for  other  purposes  delayed  their  abandonment.11 

In  abandoning  the  forts,  the  Army  had  to  consider  the  value  of  property  at  each  site.  Various 
branches  of  the  Army  —  including  engineer,  quartermaster,  ordnance,  and  signal  —  had  property  at  the 
forts.  Each  branch  was  responsible  for  retrieving  its  property,  but  a  great  deal  of  the  work  devolved  on  the 
Engineer  Department,  which  owned  a  large  percentage  of  the  property.  The  Army  Engineers  collected  the 
property,  returned  what  they  needed  to  the  depots,  and  sold  what  was  of  no  use  to  them.  The  remainder  was 
sold  at  auctions  and  general  sales.  The  Engineers  had  to  be  mindful,  however,  of  other  Army  branches' 
property  at  the  forts  and  possible  hazards,  such  as  from  ammunition,  as  they  implemented  their  salvage 
operations.12 

The  Quartermaster  Department  also  played  a  significant  role  in  the  dismantling  and  abandoning  of 
the  forts.  Some  of  the  property  at  the  forts  —  encompassing  a  variety  of  items,  from  buildings,  wagons, 
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animals,  and  door  hinges  —  were  Quartermaster  Department  property,  which  it  collected  and  returned  to  its 
depots.  In  some  instances,  the  Quartermaster  Department  sold  property  at  auctions  or  in  general  sales.  In 
addition,  the  Army  often  ordered  the  Quartermaster  Department  to  furnish  transportation  for  the  movement  of 
troops  and  property.  The  Quartermaster  Department  also  furnished  horses,  equipment,  forage  and  other  items  to 
troops  stationed  at  the  forts. 13 

In  August  1867,  the  commander  of  the  Department  of  Washington  wrote  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance, 
asking  how  much  longer  he  needed  Fort  Greble  as  an  ordnance  depot.  The  Ordnance  Department  had 
received  permission  to  store  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  at  Fort  Greble  as  well  as  at  one  or  two  of  the  Virginia 
forts.  When  it  could  do  so,  the  Ordnance  Department  removed  its  property  to  the  Washington  Arsenal,  now  Fort 
McNair,  or  transferred  it  to  a  garrisoned  fort.  The  hazards  of  moving  ammunition  and  the  difficulties  of  transporting 
heavy  and  siege  artillery  prevented  the  quick  disposition  of  these  items. 14 

The  infant  Army  Signal  Corps,  which  played  a  valuable  part  in  the  Civil  War,  had  some  continuing 
requirements  in  the  post-war  period.  In  1866,  the  Army  allowed  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army, 
Brigadier  General  Albert  J.  Myer,  to  use  Forts  Greble  and  Carroll,  and  Battery  Greble.  Then,  in  1 868,  Myer 
requested  and  received  control  over  Fort  Greble  as  a  signal  communications  school  for  instruction,  the  first  of  its 
kind,  in  electric  telegraphy  and  visual  signaling,  based  on  his  manual.  Field  practice  was  an  important  aspect  of  the 
school.  In  January  1 869,  however,  Myer  moved  the  school  from  Fort  Greble  and  soon  established  it  at  Fort 
Whipple,  VA15 

Of  course,  the  Army  did  not  abandon  all  of  the  forts  at  once,  so  it  had  to  make  special  arrangements 
for  disposition  of  property  at  various  times.  Thus,  when  the  Army  finally  decided  to  abandon  Battery 
Rodgers,  VA,  it  could  not  fully  vacate  the  fortification  until  the  Ordnance  Department  transferred  the  15- 
inch  gun  mounted  on  centre  pintle  carriage  to  Fort  Washington,  MD,  reportedly  to  save  money.  Likewise, 
various  officers  informed  the  Engineer  Department  that  a  great  deal  of  engineer  property  was  also  at  Battery 
Rodgers.  In  October  1 866,  an  officer  directed  the  Ordnance  Sergeant  at  Fort  Corcoran,  VA,  to  compile  a 
complete  list  of  all  property  at  that  place  by  morning  to  assist  in  readily  deciding  on  disposition  When  Fort 
Ellsworth  was  dismantled,  authorities  transported  all  of  the  guns  to  the  Washington  Arsenal.  Thus,  the 
Army  had  to  coordinate  the  transfer  of  military  and  civilian  personnel,  as  well  as  the  property  of  the  various 
departments,  before  abandoning  the  fort.16 

At  times,  the  Army  chose  to  withdraw  troops  from  forts  before  all  property  was  removed.  It, 
therefore  often  assigned  an  Ordnance  Sergeant  to  the  fort  to  guard  all  Army  property  until  removed  and  to 
look  after  the  installation.  The  Army  had  resorted  to  this  practice  for  sometime,  especially  at  the  seacoast 
fortifications,  many  of  which  had  no  garrsions  before  the  war.    Stationing  an  Ordnance  Sergeant  at  a  fort 
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sometimes  created  its  own  peculiar  problems.  In  one  instance,  to  prevent  starvation  of  dependents,  the  Army  had 
to  officially  designate  the  wife  of  the  Ordnance  Sergeant  at  Fort  Greble  a  laundress  so  that  she  could  receive 
rations.  In  a  few  instances,  the  Army  hired  civilian  caretakers  to  look  after  military  installations. 17 

The  Army  used  some  of  the  forts  as  prisons.  Even  before  the  war  was  over,  Division  headquarters 
ordered  the  bombproofs  cleared  at  the  forts  in  the  Defenses  ofWashington  to  house  prisoners;  as  a  result,  Fort 
Strong,  VA,  received  150  prisoners.  The  Army  and  Navy  Journal  of  March  10,  1866,  reported  that  Fort 
Whipple,  VA,  would  be  a  prison  for  all  "colored"  prisoners  sentenced  by  the  military  to  more  than  60  days 
incarceration.  A  later  article  in  the  same  periodical,  mentioned  that  the  prisoners  from  the  Old  Capitol  Prison  in 
Washington,  DC,  had  also  been  transferred  to  Fort  Whipple. 18 

Relationships  between  the  garrisons  at  the  forts  and  the  citizens  in  the  neighborhood  was  strained  at 
times.  The  officers  and  men,  like  any  other  armies  throughout  history,  did  things  that  irritated  the  nearby 
residents.  In  some  instances,  the  problem  escalated  from  irritation  to  confrontation.  In  August  1865,  Mr.  Thomas 
Murphy,  who  lived  near  Fort  Totten,  complained  of  "depredations"  upon  his  crops  by  troops  at  the  fort.  Edward 
N.  Lucas,  on  March  7,  1 866,  complained  that  "he  was  assaulted  and  badly  beaten  by  colored  soldiers  from  Fort 
Corcoran  at  the  Aqueduct  Bridge  yesterday."  Any  such  accusation  required  a  thorough  investigation  and,  possi- 
bly, a  court  martial  or  trial.  The  Army  wished  to  maintain  a  good  relationship  with  the  local  citizens,  and  therefore 
usually  went  to  great  extremes  to  accommodate  them. 19 

Maintaining  Maritime  Defenses 

Although  the  Army  abandoned  the  capital's  land  defenses  after  the  Civil  War,  it  continued  to  defend 
the  maritime  approaches  to  the  city  in  expectation  of  foreign  incursions  or  invasions.  The  Board  of  Engi- 
neers for  Fortifications  spent  some  time  studying  the  defensive  requirements  to  prevent  such  waterborne 
attacks.  In  the  immediate  post-war  period,  it  contemplated  the  use  of  Forts  Washington  and  Foote,  in 
Maryland,  and  Battery  Rodgers,  at  Alexandria,  VA,  to  defend  the  Potomac  River  approaches  to  the  capital. 
Battery  Rodgers,  erected  during  the  Civil  War  as  part  of  the  Defenses  ofWashington,  was  a  water  battery 
that  some  thought  could  continue  to  defend  the  Potomac  River.  In  April  1870,  William  P.  Craighill,  Balti- 
more District  Engineer  chief,  reported  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers  that  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Fortifica- 
tions was  considering  Battery  Rodgers  as  a  seacoast  defense  installation  and  that  he  would  soon  visit  the  site 
and  conduct  an  examination;  Craighill,  therefore,  requested  that  the  Chief  of  Engineers'  office  send  him 
some  maps  and  plans  of  the  battery.  On  May  4,  Craighill  reported  that  he  had  visited  the  battery  and  the 
Board  was  considering  it  for  emplacement  of  large  guns  "should  an  interior  line  of  defense  thereabout 
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become  necessary."  On  June  9th,  Craighill  informed  the  Chief  of  Engineers  that  the  Board  had  decided  against 
"further  occupation"  of  Battery  Rodgers.  The  Board  still  needed  fortifications  on  the  Potomac  River  and  decided 
to  hold  on  to  Forts  Washington  and  Foote,  with  some  changes. 

Much  later,  the  Army  erected  concrete  gun  batteries  for  guns  mounted  on  disappearing  carriages  at 
Fort  Washington  and  the  new  Fort  Hunt,  directly  across  the  river.  As  the  caliber  and  range  of  coast  defense 
guns  increased,  preventing  enemy  ships  from  entering  Chesapeake  Bay,  the  defenses  on  the  Potomac  River  be- 
came obsolete.  Forts  Washington  and  Hunt  were  later  used  for  non-coast  defense  purposes  through  World  War 

n.20 

Of  all  the  fortifications  in  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington,  Fort  Foote  was  the  only  one  that 
continued  to  serve  as  a  fortification.  The  fort  was  deemed  important  because  this  "work  forms  the  inner 
line  of  defense  of  the  channel  of  approach  by  water  to  Alexandria  and  the  cities  of  Washington  and 
Georgetown."  On  October  15,  1865,  Acting  Assistant  Inspector  General,  J.B.  Campbell,  wrote  that  he  had 
visited  Fort  Foote  "since  the  late  heavy  rains,  and  find  that  considerable  damage,  has  resulted  to  the  work 
from  them.  .  .  bomb-proofs  leak,  slides  of  earth,  recommend  that  the  debris  be  removed."  The  Board  of 
Engineers  for  Fortifications  had  studied  the  coast  defense  needs  of  the  capital  and  the  Potomac  River  and 
decided  to  retain  Fort  Foote,  suggesting  the  "modification  of  this  work  and  erection  of  an  additional  battery  of  the 
heaviest  guns"  north  of  the  fort  on  Rozier's  Bluff.  After  securing  a  title  to  the  land  on  which  Fort  Foote  was  located 
in  1 872-73,  Congress  appropriated  $25,000  for  it  in  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1 874.  The  Engineers  accom- 
plished some  of  the  necessary  work  then  but  due  to  the  lack  of  further  appropriations,  they  never  completed  it. 
When  possible,  the  Fort  Foote  garrison  undertook  some  cleanup,  maintenance  and  construction.21 

Various  companies  from  the  Second,  Third,  Fourth  and  Fifth  U.S.  Artillery  Regiments,  Maine  Coast 
Guard,  Fourteenth  Pennsylvania  Reserves  Light  Artillery,  and  14th  New  York  Artillery  garrisoned  the  fort 
until  the  Army  ordered  Company  I,  Second  U.S.  Artillery  Regiment,  withdrawl  from  Fort  Foote  on  November  1 0, 
1 878.  From  that  point  on,  an  Ordnance  Sergeant  or  caretaker  looked  after  the  fort.  In  1 885,  one  officer  reported: 
"At  the  present  time  the  condition  of  the  work  [Fort  Foote]  may  be  described  as  one  of  utter  dilapidation." 
Another  officer  wrote,  "In  their  present  conditions  these  two  works  [Forts  Foote  and  Washington]  would  give  but 
a  feeble  protection  to  the  capital  of  the  nation  and  its  naval  establishment."  The  Army  held  title  to  Fort  Foote  until 
after  World  War  I.  Some  authors  reported  that  the  Corps  of  Engineers  used  Fort  Foote  as  a  training  ground  for 
recruits  at  times  between  1902  and  1918.  Unfortunately,  official  records  have  not  been  found  to  document  this 
use22 

When  designing  Fort  Foote  and  Battery  Rodgers,  the  Army  Engineers  also  urged  the  building  of 
obstructions  that  could  be  moored  in  the  Potomac  River,  near  Fort  Foote,  to  help  impede  the  movement  of 
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enemy  ships.  In  1 863,  Brevet  Major  General  John  G.  Barnard,  the  principle  designer  of  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of 
Washington,  requested  $300,000.  to  build  these  obstructions.  On  July  2,  1 864,  Congress  appropriated  $300,000. 
for  "obstructions  to  be  moored  in  the  Potomac  River  to  render  the  shore  batteries  more  efficient  for  the  protection 
ofWashington  against  maritime  attack."  Barton  S.  Alexander  designed  the  obstructions,  which  some  termed  the 
"Alexandrine  Chain,"  described  as  "a  series  of  floats  holding  up  a  400-foot-long  chain  with  23  anchors  ..." 
Unused  during  the  war,  the  Army  stored  the  obstructions  in  a  shed  at  Fort  Foote,  "in  charge  of  a  watchman."  In 
September  1 868,  the  Chief  of  Engineers  suggested  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that  the  Navy  might  test  the  obstruc- 
tions. But  when  the  Secretary  of  War  brought  up  the  subject  in  a  cabinet  meeting,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
declared  the  obstructions  worthless  and  a  waste,  influencing  all  present  to  drop  the  proposal.  Thus,  no  one  ever 
tested  or  used  the  obstructions,  and  they  slowly  decayed  in  their  shed  at  Fort  Foote.  23 

Of  the  various  fortifications  in  the  Civil  War  Defenses  ofWashington,  Fort  Whipple,  on  Arlington  Heights, 
VA,  is  the  only  one  that  the  Army  has  occupied  continuously  to  the  present  day.  The  suggested  abandonment  of 
Fort  Whipple  at  various  times  in  the  immediate  post-war  period,  never  occurred.  Fourth  U.S.  Artillery  Regiment 
detachments  were  at  Fort  Whipple,  from  1865  to  1867,  and  Company  I,  Twelfth  U.S.  Infantry  Regiment,  was 
there  in  1 868.  By  March  1 866,  Fort  Whipple  was  a  military  prison,  for  those  prisoners  from  the  Old  Capitol 
prison  and  "a  place  of  confinement  for  all  colored  prisoners  sentenced  by  military  authority  for  a  longer  period  than 
sixty  days."  In  March  of  1 869,  the  Chief  Signal  Officer  of  the  Army,  Brigadier  General  Albert  J.  Myer,  occupied 
the  fort  as  the  new  location  of  the  Signal  School  for  Instruction  of  Army  and  Navy  officers.  By  1872,  new 
construction,  mostly  for  the  Signal  School,  had  removed  most  of  the  vestiges  of  the  Civil  War  period  fortifications. 
The  school  remained  at  Fort  Whipple  until  1 886.  Myer  died  in  1 880  and  the  Army  renamed  the  fort  in  his  honor 
in  February  1881.  Fort  Myer  became  a  cavalry  post  in  1 887.  In  the  period  before  World  War  I,  important 
airplane  flight  demonstrations  occurred  at  Fort  Whipple,  1908-09. 24 

Post  War  Changes  in  the  Military 

Numerous  post-war  organizational  changes  in  the  military  affected  the  Washington,  DC.  area  and 
the  Defenses  ofWashington.  During  the  Civil  War,  the  United  States  Armed  Forces  greatly  expanded  in  a 
number  of  ways  to  prosecute  the  war.  Then,  in  the  post-war  period,  it  had  to  cut  back.  The  Army  aban- 
doned hundreds  of  forts,  posts,  camps,  and  stations  throughout  the  country.  They  sent  most  of  the  volunteer 
units  home  and  reduced  the  number  of  Regular  Army  troops. 

These  reductions  required  organizational  changes,  especially  in  the  Washington,  DC.  area.  In  April 
1865,  the  Department  ofWashington  changed  the  boundaries  and  names  of  the  districts  within  it:  the  Dis- 
trict of  Alexandria  comprised  all  troops  south  of  the  Potomac  River,  except  the  Northern  Neck,  south  of  the 
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railroad  from  Fredericksburg  and  Aquia  Creek  Landing,  with  headquarters  at  Alexandria.  The  District  of 
Washington  embraced  the  area  north  of  the  Potomac  River,  except  the  City  of  Washington  and  the  area  between 
the  Potomac  and  the  Patuxent  rivers,  south  of  the  Piscataway,  with  headquarters  in  Washington,  DC. 

In  June  1 865,  the  War  Department  announced  that  the  Department  of  Washington  would  encompass  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  counties  of  Anne  Arundel,  Prince  George's,  Calvert,  Charles,  and  Saint  Mary's,  in 
Maryland,  and  Fairfax  County,  in  Virginia,  with  its  headquarters  at  Washington.  The  Department  of  Virginia,  with 
headquarters  at  Richmond,  embraced  the  entire  State  of  Virginia,  except  Fairfax  County  and  the  line  of  the  Balti- 
more and  Ohio  Railroad.  The  Department  of  Washington  then  discontinued  the  districts  of  Alexandria  and  Wash- 
ington in  the  Summer  of  1 865 . 

With  all  these  changes,  the  Department  of  Washington,  on  August  5,  1865,  placed  Brigadier  General 
J.  A.  Haskins,  whose  headquarters  was  in  Washington,  in  command  of  all  troops  serving  in  the  forts  North 
and  South  of  the  Potomac  River.  Also,  due  to  the  "dismantling  of  the  forts  and  reduction  of  troops  in  the 
Department  of  Washington,  "the  "Defences  ofWashington"  were  discontinued  on  April  30, 1 866.  From  then  on, 
Forts  Foote  and  Whipple,  and  Battery  Rogers  would  report  directly  to  the  department.25 

Memorializing  the  Defenses 

While  the  Army  was  busy  dismantling  and  abandoning  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington,  one 
man  was  memorializing  them.  Brevet  Major  General  John  G.  Barnard,  who  designed  and  oversaw  much  of 
their  construction,  remained  with  the  Corps  of  Engineers  after  the  war.  Although  he  was  occupied  with 
other  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Engineers  for  Fortifications,  located  in  New  York,  General  Barnard 
found  the  time  to  complete  his  report.  In  the  immediate  post-war  years,  he  compiled  what  became  A  Report  on 
the  Defenses  of  Washington,  to  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  U.  S.  Army,  Corps  of  Engineers,  Corps  of  Engineers 
Professional  Paper  No.  20,  published  by  the  Government  Printing  Office  in  1 87 1  26 

Barnard  worked  on  this  report  for  sometime  before  its  completion  and  wrote  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  in  Washington,  DC,  numerous  times,  requesting  documents  and  drawings.  In  January  1869, 
the  Chief  of  Engineers  authorized  him  to  hire  someone  to  help  in  the  preparation  of  his  report  and  at  other 
times  he  asked  permission  to  temporarily  hire  others,  including  a  "draughtsman".  He  asked  the  Engineer  Depart- 
ment in  April  1 870  what  was  intended  for  his  report,  stating  that  the  text  was  finished  but  the  drawings  were  not. 
On  June  8,  1 870,  he  informed  the  Engineer  Office  that  a  Mr.  Farrell  would  soon  deliver,  by  hand,  the  text  of  the 
report  and  30  sheets  of  drawings.  A  few  weeks  later,  on  June  27,  Barnard  reported  that  he  had  sent  a  box  that  day 
with  1 53  sheets  of  drawings,  as  well  as  other  maps,  photographs,  letters,  telegrams,  and  record  books.  Justifying 
his  endeavors,  Barnard  wrote,  "The  Works  originally  commenced  after  the  common  type  of 'field  works,'  ulti- 
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mately  became,  owing  to  the  necessity  of  greater  permanence  and  more  perfect  arrangements  for  the  use  and 
preservation  of  the  armaments  and  accommodation  and  protection  of  the  garrison,  types  of  a  kind  of  construction 
scarcely  known  before,  and  of  which  it  seemed  to  me  some  record  should  be  preserved."  When  the  Government 
published  the  report  in  1 87 1,  it  generally  was  received  well.  The  one  man  who  had  led  a  raid  on  the  Defenses  of 
Washington,  Jubal  Early,  wrote  that  it  was  a  "valuable  contribution . . .  made  to  the  history  of  an  important  episode" 
[meaning  Jubal  Early's  Raid  on  Washington].27 

The  report  was  quite  technical  and  provided  good  military  engineering  information  for  many,  but  at  least 
one  military  scholar  required  more.  Captain  John  Bigelow,  1  Oth  U.S.  Cavalry,  wrote  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on 
March  5,  1896  asking  for  "the  details  of  the  construction  of  the  timber  revetment  used  in  the  defenses  of 
Washington"  as  mentioned  on  page  64  in  Barnard's  report,  specifically:  1 .  The  fitting  of  the  horizontal  capping 
pieces  and  vertical  pieces  to  each  other;  2.  The  fitting  of  the  anchor  ties  to  the  horizontal  capping  pieces  and  to  the 
anchor  logs;  3.  The  distance  between  anchor  ties;  and,  4.  The  length  of  an  anchor  log.  Bigelow,  as  Professor  of 
Military  Science  And  Tactics  at  the  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology,  needed  the  information  for  his  class  in 
military  engineering.  Along  with  an  explanation,  Bigelow  received  a  "traced  sketch  showing  the  details  of  fitting  the 
horizontal  and  vertical  pieces  together,  and  the  anchor  ties  to  the  horizontal  capping  pieces  and  to  the  anchor  logs  " 
He  replied  that  what  he  had  received  answered  all  of  his  questions  except  "the  manner  of  attaching  the  tie  piece  to 
horizontal  capping  piece  "  Captain  George  W.  Goethals,  famous  later  for  his  work  on  the  Panama  Canal,  replied 
that  the  "anchor  tie  should  be  attached  by  notching  and  spiking  as  shown  in  the  inclosed  sketch."  Few  others 
appeared  to  require  such  specific  information.28 

The  Abandoned  Forts  -  Describing  What  Remained 

After  the  abandonment  of  the  fortifications,  few  thought  much  of  them  except,  possibly,  when  their 
remains  were  impediments  to  development.  Little  can  be  found  in  the  newspapers,  periodicals  or  City  and 
Federal  Government  records  about  them  in  the  period  from  about  1867  to  the  late  1890's.  Some  descriptions, 
however,  are  available  in  memoirs,  guidebooks,  and  other  writings  relating  to  the  Washington,  D.C.  area.  In  1 869, 
for  example,  John  B.  Ellis  observed  the  following  while  riding  in  a  train  approaching  Washington  from  the  northeast, 
"On  either  side  of  the  road,  we  see,  crowning  these  eminences,  the  grim  red  lines  of  the  earthworks  built  for  the 
defence  of  the  Capital;  each  with  its  lonely,  towering  flag-staff  from  which  once  flapped  in  defiant  pride  the  starry 
banner  of  the  Republic,  standing  out  against  the  blue  sky  like  so  many  ghostly  sentinels  keeping  solemn  watch  over 
the  scenes  they  once  guarded  so  well."29 

Another  1869  account  reports  worse  conditions,  "About  two  miles  outside  ofWashington,  and  com- 
pletely encircling  the  city,  is  a  chain  of  fortifications,  completely  connected  by  a  military-road,  forming  a  boulevard, 
which,  by  the  aid  of  trees  and  shrubbery,  judiciously  cared  for,  would  be  equal  to  the  famed  drives  surrounding  the 
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city  ofParis.  All  of  the  fortifications  on  the  north  and  east  sides  have  long  since  been  dismantled  and  are  now  either 
grass-grown  or  leveled  with  the  surrounding  earth,  and  completely  obliterated  by  the  farmer's  ploughshare"30 

George  Alfred  Townsend,  a  journalist,  was  one  of  the  most  widely  read  newspaper  men  from  the  Civil 
War  to  the  end  of  the  century.  He  worked  for  a  variety  of  newspapers  around  the  country,  but  lived,  most  of  the 
time,  in  the  Washington,  DC.  area  and  wrote  a  great  deal  about  what  went  on  there.  In  1 873,  he  published  a 
book,  Washington,  Outside  and  Inside.  A  Picture  and  A  Narrative  of  the  Origin,  Growth,  Excellences, 
Abuses,  Beauties,  and  Personages  of  Our  Governing  City,  that  includes  a  number  of  interesting  and  poetic 
comments  about  the  forts  as  they  were  in  that  year. 

"I  climbed  the  high  hills  one  day  on  the  other  side,  and  pushing  up  by-paths  through  bramble  and 
laurel,  gained  the  ramparts  of  old  Fort  Stanton.  How  old  already  seem  those  fortresses,  drawing  their 
amphi-theatre  around  the  Capital  City!  Here  the  scarf  had  fallen  off  in  places;  the  abatis  had  been  wrenched 
out  for  firewood;  even  the  solid  log  platforms,  where  late  the  great  guns  stood  on  tiptoe,  had  yielded  to  the 
farmer's  lever,  and  made,  perhaps,  joists  for  his  barn,  and  piles  for  his  bridge.  The  solid  stone  portals 
opening  into  bomb-proof  and  magazine,  still  remained  strong  and  mortised,  but  down  in  the  battery  and 
dark  subterranean  quarters  the  smell  was  rank,  the  floor  was  full  of  mushrooms;  a  dog  had  littered  in  the 
innermost  powder  magazine,  and  showed  her  fangs  as  I  held  a  lighted  match  before  me  advancing.  Still  the 
old  names  and  numbers  were  painted  upon  the  huge  doorways  beneath  the  inner  parapet :  "Officers  quarters,  2 1 ," 
"Mess,  12,""CartridgeBox,7."31 

Following  are  a  few  other  descriptions  written  at  the  time. 

•  "What  a  picturesque  and  stirring  crime  is  war!  Suggestively  useless  are  the  monuments 
it  leaves,  but  touching  the  imagination  far  more  than  the  lordliest  architecture  of  peace.  Now 
do  we  feel  among  these  shriveled  moats  and  salients  that  the  Capital  city  of  our  country  has 
some  surroundings  to  make  it  an  inspiration.  These  wrecks  of  its  defences  will  be  some  day 
the  picnic  haunts  of  curious  patriotism,  when  Washington  has  grown  to  be  a  great  city. 
Greater  than  its  founders  ever  wished!"32 

•  "To  comprehend  this  city  further,  climb  to  the  dome  of  the  Capitol  It  is  enveloped  by  a  range 
of  fort-capped  hills,  half  in  Maryland,  half  in  Virginia."  33 

"All  the  forts  around  or  overlooking  the  city  are  dismantled,  the  guns  taken  out  of  them, 
the  land  resigned  to  its  owners.  .  .  .  Still  the  huge  parapets  of  the  forts  stand  upright,  and  the 
paths  left  by  the  soldiers  creep  under  the  invisible  gun  muzzles  Old  boots,  blankets,  and 
canteens  rot  and  rust  around  the  glacis;  the  woods,  cut  down  to  give  the  guns  sight,  are  overgrown 
with  shrubs  and  bushes.  Nature  is  unrestingly  making  war  upon  War.  The  strolls  out  to  these  old 
forts  are  seedily  picturesque.  .  . .  Some  old  clothes,  a  good  deal  of  dirt,  and  forgotten  graves, 
make  now  the  local  features  of  war  "34 
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"Relics  of  the  war  are  observed  [from  the  steamboat  Arrow],  for  many  a  mile,  in  broken 
wharves,  erected  at  great  expense,  and  now  broken  up  for  fuel,  in  the  forests  cut  off  to  the 
stumps  to  give  artillery  space  for  play,  and  in  pounds  for  horses;  fields  trampled  bare  by  camps  and 
always  the  high,  naked  hills  upholding  their  airy  ramparts  two  hundred  feet  above  the  water."35 

"We  leave  behind  the  grassy  battery  of  Alexandria,  where  cows  eat  the  moss  from  broken 
gun-carriages,  the  lighthouse  spire,  and  the  Cameron  Cove,  and,  crossing  to  Maryland  again,  stop 
at  Fort  Foote,  the  only  earthwork  of  the  war  still  kept  in  order  and  garrisoned.  It  is  a  strong 
position,  flanked  by  a  bay  and  swamp,  and  steep  as  the  heights  of  Abraham  at  Quebec.  Four 
miles  below,  on  the  same  side,  is  Fort  Washington,  a  stone  work,  blown  up  in  1814,  but  now 
restored  and  bristling  with  guns,  and  as  picturesque  a  spot  as  one  can  see."36 

In  1873,  Mary  Clemmer  Ames,  who  lived  in  the  city,  observed  that,  "Flowers  blossom  on  the  ram- 
parts of  the  old  forts,  so  alert  with  warlike  life  ten  years  ago.  The  army  roads,  so  deeply  grooved  then,  are 
grass-grown  now.  .  .  .  Peace,  prosperity  and  luxury  have  taken  the  place  of  war,  of  knightly  days  and  of 
heroic  men."37  Randolph  Keim,  who  published  a  number  of  editions  of  a  guidebook  on  Washington,  DC, 
reported  in  the  1874  edition  that,  "The  ruins  of  the  now  dismantled  and  deserted  Defenses  ofWashington 
may  yet  be  seen  on  almost  every  eminence  in  the  vicinity  of  the  city."38 

In  1887,  a  "National  Drill  Encampment"  occurred  in  Washington,  DC.  A  Souvenir  of  the  Federal 
Capital  and  of  the  National  Drill  and  Encampment,  published  for  the  event,  included  the  following  descrip- 
tion, "These  fortifications  and  batteries,  with  their  green  sod  walls  and  yawning  embrasures,  from  which  the 
black  muzzles  of  huge  guns  peered  out  menacingly  upon  every  exposed  height,  were  the  most  prominent 
and  suggestive  features  of  the  landscape^one  approached  Washington  from  any  direction  during  the  latter 
years  of  the  war.  Today,  of  all  these  defenses,  only  a  few  mounds  of  earth  remain."39 

One  Civil  War  cavalryman  returned  to  Washington  many  years  after  the  war,  and,  after  visiting  many 
of  the  old  forts  in  Northern  Virginia,  left  this  account: 

In  1898  the  writer  was  entertained  for  several  days  by  Comrade  Besley  and  his  pleasant  family,  at 
Ashgrove,  near  Falls  Church.  The  two  rode  around  the  wide  semicircle  of  the  outer  fortifications,  from  Fort 
Buffalo  on  the  north  to  Fort  Lyon  on  the  south.  Some  of  the  works  had  remained  unchanged  except  by  rain  and 
frost.  Some  were  covered  with  bushes  and  young  trees.  Camp  Kearney  was  a  goat  pasture.  The  old  headquar- 
ters house  was  going  to  ruin.  The  walls  were  standing,  but  the  windows  were  gone  and  the  doors  were  broken 
down.  The  basement  where  the  officers'  mess  had  feasted,  was  now  the  stable  of  the  four-footed  creatures  of 
the  pasture  field  .^u 

Perhaps,  though,  the  most  useful  description  of  the  forts  formerly  in  the  Defenses  ofWashington,  is 
"The  Present  Condition  of  the  Defenses  ofWashington,  Built  during  the  Civil  War,  1861-1865,"  in  Frank  L. 
Averill's  Guide  to  the  National  Capital  and  Maps  of  Vicinity  including  the  Fortifications,  published  in  1 892, 
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because  it  provides  detailed  specific  information  on  each  of  the  forts.    This  account,  therefore,  is  repro- 
duced in  its  entirety  as  a  status  report  on  the  fortifications  at  that  particular  time  as  Appendix  A. 

Early  Efforts  to  Preserve  the  Forts 

By  the  1890s,  some  individuals  and  organizations  began  to  advocate  the  preservation  of,  at  least, 
some  of  the  forts  in  the  Defenses  of  Washington.  Fort  Stevens,  which  bore  the  brunt  of  Jubal  Early's  1864 
attack,  suffered  the  same  neglect  as  the  other  forts  in  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington.  One  man, 
William  Van  Zandt  Cox,  whose  father  lost  his  life  in  the  war,  bought  a  great  deal  of  the  fort  and  in  May  1 899 
offered  to  donate  the  fort,  provided  he  could  "erect  half  a  dozen  neat,  two-story,  six-room  frame  houses  on 
the  part  that  does  not  in  any  way  encroach  upon  the  fortifications  .  .  ."  In  1897,  Cox,  along  with  General 
Horatio  G.  Wright,  commander  of  the  Sixth  Corps  at  the  time  of  Jubal  Early's  Raid  on  Washington,  in  1 864, 
and  another  Union  General,  David  S.  Stanley,  examined  the  deteriorated  condition  of  Fort  Stevens.  Various 
individuals  founded  the  Fort  Stevens  Lincoln  Military  Park  Association  to  seek  a  park  encompassing  the 
former  battlefield  around  Fort  Stevens.  The  Associated  Survivors  of  the  Sixth  Army  Corps  of  Washington, 
DC.  also  wrote  in  favor  of  a  Fort  Stevens  battlefield  park.  The  Brightwood  Avenue  Citizen's  Association 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  proposed  that  in  addition  to  the  Fort  Stevens  site,  the  United  States  should 
"purchase  enough  land  to  establish  a  battle-field  park  in  connection  with  Forts  DeRussy  and  Reno."41 

Various  patriotic  organizations,  both  Union  and  Confederate,  adopted  resolutions  favoring  the  es- 
tablishment of  an  "Early's  Raid  on  Washington"  battlefield  park.  The  Union  Veterans  Union,  representing  1 00,000 
veterans,  voted  to  petition  Congress  to  appropriate  enough  money  "to  purchase  Fort  Stevens  and  mark  the  only 
battlefield  in  the  District  of  Columbia."  Patriotic  organizations  such  as  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  the  Loyal 
Legion  of  the  United  States,  and  the  Women's  Relief  Corps,  took  part  in  ceremonies  at  Fort  Stevens  on  Memorial 
Day,  Flag  Day,  and  on  July  1 1 ,  the  day  commemorating  the  battle.  The  Sixth  Corps  held  a  reunion  in  Washington 
in  1915  and  had  memorial  and  other  activities  at  the  fort.  On  November  7,  1911,  about  4,500  attended  a 
ceremony  at  Fort  Stevens  unveiling  a  rough  stone  marking  the  site  where  President  Abraham  Lincoln  stood  when 
viewing  enemy  troops  during  his  visit  to  the  fort  during  the  battle.42 

Congress  considered  numerous  bills  to  establish  a  Fort  Stevens — Lincoln  National  Military  Park  in 
the  period  between  the  turn  of  the  century  and  the  beginning  of  World  War  I,  but  to  no  avail.  Perhaps  the 
Secretary  of  War's  1902  comments  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  early  fate  of  a  Fort  Stevens  park  as  he  wrote, 
"I  think  that  if  Congress  considers  it  prudent  to  devote  any  more  money  for  establishing  battlefield  parks,  the  places 
recommended  in  my  Annual  Report  for  1899,  which  would  include  the  battlefields  of  Fredericksburg,  Salem 
Church,  Chancellorsville,  the  Wilderness,  and  Spottsylvania  Court  House  should  be  selected  rather  than  Fort 
Stevens."43 
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Thus,  a  March  27,  1911  Evening  Star  article  reported  that  "The  ramparts  of  Fort  Stevens  have  been 
leveled,  with  the  exception  of  a  section  at  the  west  end  of  the  works.  Washington's  suburbs  have  grown 
around  the  fort  and  invade  it.  A  small  street  crosses  the  parade  ground  of  the  fort  and  a  row  of  small  frame  houses 
has  been  built  there.  Part  of  the  north  face  of  the  fortification  which  fronted  the  southern  forces  remains,  though  the 
breastworks  have  been  considerably  worn  down  and  the  fronting  ditch  half  filled  by  the  wear  of  the  seasons."  A 
March  22,  1911  Evening  Star  headline  stated,  "Old  Fort  Stevens  Sold,  Purchased  by  Syndicate  of  Virginia  and 
Maryland  Capitalists,"  including  "the  old  rifle  pits  and  a  large  part  of  the  Fort  Stevens  fortifications."  Many  thought 
that  Fort  Stevens  could  not  be  saved44 

In  1906,  34  residents  and  businesses  of  Northeast  Washington  championed  a  bill  to  make  old  Fort 
Thayer,  near  Langdon,  a  public  park  to  preserve  the  fort.  The  Washington  Park  Commission  also  recom- 
mended it  for  a  park,  stipulating  that  it  could  be  purchased  for  10  cents  per  square  foot  and  that  it  must  be 
done  immediately  or  it  would  be  developed.  The  Commission  noted  that  the  northeast  part  ofWashington 
had  no  park  of  any  description  and,  therefore,  submitted  photographs  of  the  fort  demonstrating  its  good 
preservation  status.  The  owners,  Henry  Vieth  and  Glenn  E.  Husted,  wrote  a  letter  stating  that  they  were 
glad  to  sell  the  land  with  the  fort  on  it  to  the  City  at  a  reasonable  price  if  done  soon,  but  if  not  they  would 
need  to  grade  it  and  sell  it  for  building  lots.  Congress  did  not  act,  however,  so  the  Commission  resubmitted 
a  bill  in  1908,  with  a  slight  increase  in  price  of  12  cents  per  square  foot.  The  Committee  on  Public  Buildings 
and  Grounds  returned  an  adverse  report.  A  short  time  later,  someone  reported  that  Fort  Thayer  was  com- 
pletely gone.45 

In  January  1904,  the  Senate  considered  a  bill  to  establish  a  national  military  park  at  Fort  Reno. 
Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  it  provided  that  the  fortifications  there  would  be  restored  to  their 
"original  condition  so  far  as  practicable,"  although  the  construction  of  a  reservoir  and  water  tower  on  the  site  had 
removed  the  last  vestiges  of  the  fortifications,  and  that  the  commissioners  would  investigate  and  report  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  the  "condition  of  the  other  fortifications  which  surrounded  Washington  during  the  civil  war,  with 
their  suggestions  as  to  what  action  is  necessary  for  their  preservation."  The  Secretary  of  War  effectively  killed  the 
bill  by  reiterating  that  the  required  expenses  for  the  already  authorized  battlefields  was  too  great  already  and  that, 
"The  National  Government  can  not  own  and  take  care  of  all  the  spots  of  historic  interest  in  the  United  States." 
Similar  bills  were  introduced  in  the  House  of  Representatives  about  the  same  time  but  they  also  failed46 

In  1 9 1 2,  the  preservationists  for  the  Civil  War  Defenses  ofWashington  finally  won  a  victory.  In  January 
1 9 1 2,  the  East  Washington  Heights  Citizens'  Association  submitted  a  resolution  to  Congress  "for  purchase  of 
Forts  Davis  and  Dupont  for  park  purposes."  On  June  24,  a  law  went  into  effect  that,  among  other  things,  provided 
for  the  condemnation  of  land  to  "preserve  the  sites  of  Fort  Davis  and  Fort  Dupont  for  park  purposes,  and  to 
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provide  a  connecting  highway  between"  them.  It  also  appropriated  money  to  pay  for  the  land.  "These  parks  were 
to  become  a  part  of  the  District  of  Columbia  public  park  system  and  would  be  under  the  control  of  the  Chief  of 
Engineers  of  the  U.S.  Army.  The  District  Commissioners  acquired  16.55  acres  ofwhat  would  become  the  Fort 
Dupont  Park  and  transferred  it  to  the  Park  Office  in  1916.  No  further  actions  pertaining  to  this  law  occurred 
before  or  during  World  War  I  but,  both  forts  did  become  parks  later.47 

In  spite  of  some  early  preservation  defeats,  there  seemed  to  be  growing  public  interest  in  saving  some  of 
the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington.  Also,  a  related  project  offered  assistance  in  preserving  some  of  the 
fortifications.  In  1 872,  Francis  P.  Blair,  who  testified  on  "Affairs  in  the  District  of  Columbia"  before  the  House  of 
Representatives  Committee  for  the  District  of  Columnia,  on  April  10,  replied  to  the  question,  "You  believe  in  the 
policy  of  getting  uniform  grades?": 

"I  do;  and  carrying  them  through  the  city  and  into  the  District  beyond  Boundary  Street.  ...  The  next 
grade  brings  us  to  the  circuit  of  forts  that  protected  the  city  during  the  late  war.  The  roads  made  to  unite 
theses  defenses  by  the  soldiers  formed  an  outer  circle  to  Boundary  Street,  two  miles  beyond.  They  are 
located  on  eminences  that  command  the  country  on  both  sides  of  the  circuit,  while  the  city  is  invisible  and 
sheltered  by  the  first  elevation  that  surrounds  it... 

But  the  improvement  of  greatest  value,  as  most  comprehensive,  is  that  which  proposes  to  finish  the 
military  road  which  unites  the  forts  around  the  city.  It  is  to  become  a  grand  avenue  from  the  Soldiers'  Home 
westward  to  the  first  bridge  on  the  road  between  Fort  Stevens  and  Fort  De  Russey,  and  thence  carried  along 
the  stream  of  Rock  Creek  and  the  road  on  Broad  Branch  they  blend  into  one  main  avenue,  sloping  with  easy 
grade  the  500  feet  at  the  District  line,  along  the  current  of  Rock  Creek  to  its  junction  with  the  Potomac, 
making  the  most  romantic,  picturesque  drive  to  be  found  anywhere."4® 

Before  the  end  of  the  century,  City  Engineer  Commissioner  William  H.  Powell  championed  the 
establishment  of  "a  new  drive- way  through  the  suburbs  of  Washington  to  be  called  'Fort  Drive,'  and  include 
in  its  winding  ways  some  of  the  most  important  of  the  fortifications  which  served  as  the  Defenses  of  Wash- 
ington during  the  rebellion  ..."  An  Act  of  March  2,  1893  provided  that  the  City  Commissioners  establish 
a  permanent  highway  plan  and  in  the  planning  and  discussion  sessions,  1 893-98,  "serious  consideration  was  given 
...  to  the  construction  of  a  Fort  to  Fort  Drive."  No  surprise  then,  that  the  Fort  Drive  appeared  on  the  1898 
District  of  Columbia  highway  map.49 

1900  was  the  hundreth  anniversary  of  the  capital  of  the  United  States  in  Washington,  DC.  The 
Senate,  therefore,  chose  to  authorize  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia  to  prepare  a  proper  cel- 
ebration and  "map  out  a  comprehensive  plan  for  the  future  development  of  Washington  extending  the  L' Enfant 
Plan  to  cover  the  entire  District  of  Columbia."  The  District  Committee  created  a  "Park  Commission"  that 
became  known  as  the  McMillan  Commission.  Composed  of  Daniel  H.  Burnham,  Charles  F.  McKim,  Augustus 
Saint  Gaudens  and  Frederick  Law  Olmsted,  Jr.,  the  Commission  submitted  a  park  plan.50 
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The  McMillan  Commission's  1901  report,  The  Improvement  of  the  Park  System  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  discussed  and  recommended  the  Fort  Drive;  "While  for  the  reasons  already  discussed  no  systematic 
series  of  minor  reservations  has  been  selected  for  the  outlying  districts,  it  is  necessary  to  mention  the  chain  of  forts 
which  occupied  the  higher  summits  in  the  northern  part  of  the  central  section,  extending  from  Fort  Stevens,  near 
Rock  Creek  Park,  to  Fort  Thayer,  near  the  Reform  School."  Further,  to  connect  the  "the  series  advantage  is 
taken  of  the  street  laid  out  for  the  purpose  in  the  highway  plans,  but  it  should  be  increased  to  a  more  liberal  width 
than  now  provided,  which  is  only  90  feet  between  houses,  the  same  as  H  Street  in  the  city."  East  of  the  Anacostia, 
"a  similar  chain  of  hilltop  forts  marks  the  point  of  most  commanding  view"  and  they  "can  be  linked  together  readily 
by  means  of  the  permanent  system  of  highways  "  But,  nothing  of  any  consequence  pertaining  to  the  "Fort  Drive" 
occurred  until  after  World  War  I.51 
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J.B.  Campbell  to  Bvt.  Col.  DM.  Sells,  Commanding.  107  US  Colored  Troops,  October  19,  1866;  RG77,  Entry  30, 
Letters  Sent,  1866-70,  Volume  3,  1869-70,  1st  Division,  .Page  18,  N.  Michler,  June  24,  1869;  Special  Order  54, 
Headquarters,  Department  of  Washington.,  March  15,  1866;  IV,  RG92,  Entry  225,  Consolidated  Correspondence 
File,  "Fort  Reno,  DC,  1863—  ,"  Box  892;  RG393,  PI.  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and 
22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5375,  Letters  Sent,  July  1864-March  1869,  Volume  23  DW,  Page  440,  Acting 
Assistant  Adjutant  General,  Department  of  Washington  to  J.  A.  Haskins,  April  18,  1866;  RG393,  Department  and 
Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5421,  Letters  Sent.  1865-69  &  Entry  5422,  Endorse- 
ments Sent,  1865-69,  volume  79/126  &  127  DW,  page  29,  J.B.  Campbell  to  Bvt.  Col.  DM.  Sells,  Commanding  107 
US  Colored  Troops,  October  19,  1866;  Cooling,  Symbol,  Sword  and  Shield,  233;  RG  77,  Entry  36,  Letters  Received 
("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Major  W.K.  King  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  Sent  to  Gen.  J.H.  Simpson, 
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A1173,  Received  July  20,  1868;  RG77,  Entry  18,  Letters  Received,  1826-1866,  B.S.  Alexander  to  Delafield,  A2326, 
Received  Oct.  18,  1865,;  Entry  18,  Letters  Received,  1826-1866,  B.S.  Alexander  to  R.  Delafield,  A2395,  December 
12,  1865,;  RG393,  PI  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  E-5382, 
Letters  Received,  September  1862-March  1869,  ED.  Townsend,  Assistant  Adjutant  General,  Adjutant  General's 
Office,  to  Bvt.  Maj.  Gen.  W.H.  Emory,  Commanding,  Department  of  Washington,  Washington,  DC,  82  A  1868, 
March  14,  1868. 

*'  RG393,  PI  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  Entry  5382,  Letters 
Received,  September  1862-March  1869,  Bvt.  Brig.  Gen.  FT.  Dent,  ADC,  by  order  of  Secretary  of  War,  to  Gen. 
W.H.  Emory,  Commanding  Department  of  Washington,,  285  W  1867,  Nov.  23,  1867;  RG393,  PI  172,  Pt.  1,  Depart- 
ment and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  Entry  5376,  Letters  Sent,  Supplemental,  1866-69,  Vol.  25/ 
3 1  DW,  page  76,  July  17th,  1865;  RG393,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69, 
Entry  5421,  Letters  Sent,  1865-69  &  Entry  5422,  Endorsements  Sent,  1865-69,  volume  79/126  &  127  DW,  page  29, 
J.B.  Campbell  to  Bvt.  Col.  D.M.  Sells,  Commanding.  107  US  Colored  Troops,  October  19,  1866;  Leonard  E.  Brown, 
National  Capital  Parks:  Fort  Stanton,  Fort  Foote,  Battery  Ricketts  (Washington,  DC:  Office  of  History  and  Historic 
Architecture,  Eastern  Service  Center,  National  Park  Service,  1970),  78  ;  U.S.,  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Washington 
District,  A  Historical  Summary  of  the  Works  of  the  Corps  of  Engineers  in  Washington,  DC  and  Vicinity  1852-1952 
By  Sacket  L.  Duryee  (Washington,  DC:  U.S.,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Washington  District,  1952),  26;  RG  94, 
E-464,  Reservation  File,  "Fort  Foote." 

18  The  Army  and  Navy  Journal,  3  (March  10,  1866),  454  and  (March  24,  1866),  486;  Anne  Ciprani  Webb,  "Fort 
Strong  on  Arlington  Heights,"  Periodical,  6. 

19  RG393,  P.I.  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22d  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5375, 
Letters  Sent,  1864-69,  volume  23  DW,  page  210,  Acting  Assistant  Adjutant  General,  Department  of  Washington,  to 
J  A.  Haskin,  Commanding  Defenses  of  Washington,  Aug.  28,  1865  and  page  410,  Major  General  Commanding  to 
J.  A.  Haskin,  Commanding  Defenses  of  Washington,  March  7,  1866. 

20  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1 867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P.  Craighill,  Engineer 
Office,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A3624,  April  28,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to 
Chief  of  Engineers,  A3602,  May  4,  1870;  Adjutant  General  to  Commanding  General,  1st  Military  District,  Richmond, 
Va.,  A10623,  June  6,  1868,  furnished  for  the  information  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  June  11,  1868;p  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P. 
Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A3694,  June  9,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to 
Chief  of  Engineers,  A3779,  July  4,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A3909, 
July  10,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief,  of  Engineers,  A3892,  Aug  9,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col. 
Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Ch.  Of  Engineers,  A4268,  Nov  1,  1870;  George  W.  Cullum,  Z.B.  Tower  &  Wm.  P. 
Craighill,  Office,  Board  of  Engineers  for  Fortifications,  Army  Bldg,  New  York,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A4320,  Nov.  9, 
1870;  and  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  W.P.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A4354,  Dec  1,  1870;  T  Michael  Miller, 
"Jones  Point:  Haven  of  History,"  The  Historical  Society  of  Fairfax  County,  Virginia  Yearbook,  21  (1986-1988),  15- 
73;  William  J.  Dickman,  Battery  Rodgers  at  Alexandria,  Virginia  (Manhattan,  KS:  MA/ AH  Publishing,  1980),  30. 

^Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  Accompanying  Report  of  Secretary  of  War,  1867  (Washington,  DC:  The 
Government  Printing  Office,  1870),  520;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the 
Year  1870   (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1870),  21;  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  Being 
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Part  of  the  Message  and  Documents  Communicated  to  the  Two  Houses  of  Congress  at  the  Beginning  of  the  Second 
Session  of  the  Forty-Second  Congress.,  House  Executive  Document  1 ,  Part  2  (42d  Congress,  2d  Session)  Volume  II 
(Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1871),  17-18;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1873,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government 
Printing  Office,  1873),  15;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1874,  House 
Executive  Document  1,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1 874),  18;  Annual  Report 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1875,  House  Executive  Document  /,  Part  2,  Vol.  II 
(Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1875),  19;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1876,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government 
Printing  Office,  1876),  20;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1877,  House 
Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1877),  16;  Annual  Report 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1878,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II 
(Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1878),  19;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1879,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government 
Printing  Office,  1 879),  23;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1880,  House 
Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1880),  39;  Annual  Report 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1882,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II 
(Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1882),  35-36,  421;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1882,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The 
Government  Printing  Office,  1882),  35-36, 42;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1885,  House  Executive  Document  7,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government 
Printing  Office,  1 885),  30;  Brown,  Fort  Stanton,  5 1-129;  Surgeon  General  Circular  No.  8,  A  Report  on  the  Hygiene 
of  the  United  States  Army,  with  Descriptions  of  Military  Posts  (Washington,  DC:  GPO,  1875),  24-25;  RG  94,  E-464, 
Reservation  File,  "Fort  Foote";  RG393,  PI  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army 
Corps,  Entry  5382,  Letters  Received,  September  1862-March  1869,  121  F  1868;  U.S.,  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Washington  District,  A  Historical  Summary,  25;  RG77,  Entry  171,  Land  Papers,  1794-  1916,  District  of  Columbia; 
RG  393,  PI  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  Entry  5382,  Letters  Re- 
ceived, September  1862-March  1869,  Bvt.  Col.  R.  Losear  (?),  Capt.,  4th  US  Anllery  to  Department  Commander,  179 
F  1867,  Nov.  28,  1867;  RG393,  P.I.  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22d  Army  Corps,  1862- 
69,  Entry  5375,  Letters  Sent,  1864-69,  volume  23  DW,  pages  508-10,  Major  General  commanding  to  the  Chief  of 
Staff,  Army  of  the  United  States,  August  30,  1866;  RG393,  PI  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington 
and  22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5395,  Station  Book  of  Troops,  1866-68,  Volume  59/73  DW,  various  dates; 
RG393,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5421,  Letters  Sent,  1865-69 
&  Entry  5422,  Endorsements  Sent,  1865-69,  volume  79/126  &  127  DW,  page  28,  J.B.  Campbell,  Acting  Assistant 
Iinspector  Gneral,  to  Bvt.  Col.  J.H.  Taylor,  AAG,  Department  Of  Washington.,  Oct.  15,  1865;  RG77,  E-18,  Letters 
Received,  1826-66,  B.S.  Alexander  to  R.  Delafield,  A2260,  Aug.  2,  1865;  RG77,  E-18,  Letters  Received,  1826-66, 
Report  on  15-inch  Gun  at  Ft.  Foote,  A2303,  Sept.  16,  1865;  Randolph  Keim.  Keim's  Illustrated  Hand-Book. 
Washington  and  Its  Environs:  A  Descriptive  and  Historical  Hand-Book  to  the  Capital  of  the  United  States  of 
America  Fourth  Edition,  corrected  to  July,  1874  (Washington,  DC:  For  the  Compiler,  1874),  230.;  Townsend,  Wash- 
ington, Outside  and  Inside.,  723;  RG393,  P.I.  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22d  Army 
Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5375,  Letters  Sent,  1864-69,  Volume  23  DW,  pages  508-10,  Major  General  Commanding  to 
the  Chief  of  Staff,  Army  of  the  U.S.,  August  30,  1866;  National  Archives  Microfilm  Publication,  M617,  Post  Returns, 
Fort  Foote,  MD,  1864-78,  roll  370;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ('A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870, 
Barnard,  New  York,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A371 1,  June  8,  1870;  RG  77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ('A"  File),  Novem- 
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ber  1867-November  1870,  J.D.  Kurtz,  Lt.  Col.  Engineers,  Bvt.  Col.,  US  Engineer  Office,  No.  1930  Perm  Ave, 
Washington,  DC,,  to  Bvt  Maj.Gen.  A.  A.  Humphreys,  Chief  of  Engineers,  Washington,  DC.  A3412,  March  2,  1870; 
RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Brig.  Gen.  N.  Michler,  Office  of 
Public  Buildings,  Grounds,  and  Works,  U.S.  Capitol,  Washington,  DC,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A2284,  May  8,  1869; 
RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Lt  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to 
Chief  of  Engmeers,  A3602,  May  4,  1870;  RG77,  E-36,  Vol.  53  DW,  Bvt  Lt  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of 
Engineers,  A3694,  June  9,  1870;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt. 
Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  Of  Engmeers,  A3779,  July  4,  1870;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A" 
File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A3909,  July  10, 
1870;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore, 
MD,  to  Chief  of  Engmeers,  A3892,  Aug  9,  1870;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-Novem- 
ber 1870,  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A4268,  Nov  1,  1870;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters 
Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  George  W.  Cullum,  Z.B.  Tower  &  Wm.  P.  Craighill,  Office 
Board  of  Engineers  for  Fortifications,  Army  Bldg,  New  York,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A4320,  Nov.  9,  1870;  RG393,  P.I 
172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22d  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5385,  Volume  6  of  6, 
Volume  53  DW,  General  Order  No.  62,  Headquarters,  Department  of  Washington,  October  19,  1866;  RG77,  E-36, 
Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Bvt.  Brig.  Gen.  N.  Michler,  Office  of  Public  Bldgs, 
Grounds,  and  Works,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A 1 149,  July  14,  1868;  RG  393,  P.I.  172,  Pt.  1,  Department  and  Defenses 
of  Washington  and  22d  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  5386,  General  Orders  and  Circulars,  1867-69,  volume  1  of  2, 
General  Order  No.  18,  March  14th,  1867,  Headquarters,  Department  OfWashington;  RG393,  P.I.  172,  Pt.  1,  Depart- 
ment and  Defenses  of  Washington  and  22d  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  E-5375,  Letters  Sent,  July  1864-March 
1869,  Volume  23DW,  pages  508-10,  Major  General  Commanding  to  the  Chielf  of  Staff,  Army  of  the  United  States, 
August  30,  1866. 

22  Cooling,  Mr.  Lincoln  s  Forts,  232;  Ed  Fitzgerald  to  Rock  Comstock,  September  24,  1973,  CRBIB  Material,  Fort 
Circle  Parks,  in  Stephen  Potter's  Office,  National  Park  Service,  National  Capital  Parks;  U.S.,  Army  Corps  of  Engi- 
neers, Washington  District.  A  Historical  Summary,  25;  Brown,  Fort  Stanton  ,  78,  92-94;  RG  94,  E-464,  Reservation 
File,  Fort  Foote;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1879,  House  Executive 
Document  1,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1879),  23:  Annual  Report  of  the 
Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  Year  1880,  House  Executive  Document  1,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Wash- 
ington, DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1880),  39;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  the  Year  1882,  House  Executive  Document  1,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing 
Office,  1 882),  35-36,  42 1 ;  Annual  Report  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  United  States  Army  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
the  Year  1885,  House  Executive  Document  1,  Part  2,  Vol.  II  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Pnntmg  Office, 
1885),  30;  Martha  Strayer,"01d  Fort  Foote,  A  Forlorn  and  Forgotten  Place,"  The  Washington  Daily  News,  Monday, 
July  20,  1931. 

23  Cooling,  Mr.  Lincoln's  Forts,  233;  Statutes  at  Large,  38th  Congress,  1863-65,  Volume  13  [(Boston:  Little  Brown 
&  Co.,  1866),  354;  RG77,  E-36,  Letters  Received  ("A"  File),  November  1867-November  1870,  Chief  of  Engmeers  to 
Secretary  of  War,  A1396,  September  19,  1868;  N.  Michler  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A1386,  August  1868;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col. 
Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A3602,  May  4,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Ch. 
Of  Engrs,  A3694,  June  9,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.W.P.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers.  A3779,  July  4, 
1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,  A3892,  August  9,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill, 
Baltimore,  MD,  to  Chief  of  Engineers,   A4268,  Nov  1,  1870;  Bvt.  Lt.  Col.  Craighill,  Baltimore.  MD,  to  Chief  of 
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Engineers,  A4354,  Dec  1,  1870;  Bvt  BG  N.  Michler,  Office  of  Public  Bldgs,  Grounds,  and  Works,  to  Chief  of 
Engineers,  Al  149,  July  14,  1868;  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  Being  Part  of  the  Message  and  Documents  Com- 
municated to  the  Two  Houses  of  Congress  at  the  Beginning  of  the  Second  Session  of  the  Forty-Second  Con- 
gress., House  Executive  Document  1,  Part  2  (42d  Congress,  2d  Session)  Volume  II  (Washington,  DC:  The 
Government  Printing  Office,  1871),  17-18;  Brown,  Fort  Stanton,  119-21. 

24  The  Army  and  Navy  Journal,  3  (March  10,  1966),  454  and  (March  24,  1966),  486;  RG393,  Department  and 
Defenses  ofWashington  and  22nd  Army  Corps,  1862-69,  Entry  542 1,  Letters  Sent,  1 865-69  &  Entry  5422,  Endorse- 
ments Sent,  1 865-69,  volume  79/126  &  127  DW,  page  37,  J.B.  Campbell,  Acting  Assistant  Inspector  General,  to  Bvt. 
Col.  D.H.  Taylor,  February  28,  1867;  U.S.,  War  Department,  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  Reports  of 
Officers,  for  the  Year  1869,  Accompanying  Papers  Abridged  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office, 
1869),  276-81;  Surgeon  General  Circular  No.  8,  94;  National  Archives  Records  Administration,  Record  Group  98 
(now  in  Record  Group  393),  Fort  Myer,  VA,  Administrative  History  and  Records  Listings  Page;  A  Narrative  History 
ofFortMyer  Virginia  (Falls  Church,  VA:  Litho-Print  Press,  1954?),  2-3;  The  History  of  Fort  Myer  Virginia  100th 
anniversary  Issue  (Special  Centennial  Edition  of  the  Fort  Myer  Post)  June  1963,  4,  6,  8;  RG77,  E  171,  Land  Papers, 
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Acquiring  The  Fort  Parks  and  Fort  Drive 

Little  relating  to  the  preservation  or  acquisition  of  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  or  the 
construction  of  Fort  Drive  occurred  during  World  War  I.  In  1917,  Colonel  William  W  Hart,  Army  Engi- 
neer, did  survey  the  two  "Park  Commission  of  1 90 1 "  proposed  "routes  connecting  the  Anacostia  Water  Park 
with  Rock  Creek  Park"  and  observed  the  Civil  War  forts  along  the  way.  He  reported  their  condition, 
including  the  fact  that  Fort  Thayer  was  gone  due  to  new  construction.  Activity  continued  at  Fort  Myer,  VA, 
formerly  Fort  Whipple,  and  at  Fort  Foote,  MD,  both  still  owned  by  the  Army.  And  soon  after  the  end  of 
World  War  I,  interest  was  rekindled  in  the  forts  and  the  road  that  would  connect  them.1 

On  July  30,  1919,  Colonel  Clarence  S.  Ridley,  Officer  in  Charge  of  the  Office  of  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds,  wrote  the  Chief  of  Engineers  on  the  subject  of  a  "Proposed  Bill  for  Parkway  connecting  Old  Civil 
War  Forts,  District  of  Columbia."  In  the  letter,  Ridley  stated  that  in  thinking  of  the  future  Federal  Park 
System  in  the  Capital,  "the  time  is  ripe"  to  secure  the  necessary  parkland  before  "it  is  too  late"  for  a  "proper 
layout  and  design  and  for  economy."  He  thought  that  the  "best  way  to  secure  the  purpose  desired"  was  to 
have  Congress  consider  and  approve  the  project.  Further,  Ridley  thought  that  for  "the  future  development 
of  the  city  and  more  particularly  its  park  system,"  a  restudy  is  necessary  of  "the  parkway  system  as  proposed 
by  the  Park  Commission  in  1902  with  a  view  to  adapting  it  to  present  conditions  brought  about  by  the 
growth  of  the  city  since  the  plan  was  made  and  then  to  incorporate  the  result."  He  enclosed  with  the  letter 
"a  Bill  designed  to  carry  the  above  into  effect."  The  Chief  of  Engineers  and  the  Secretary  of  War  approved 
the  plan  by  Oct.  20,  1919  and  sent  the  correspondence  and  the  proposed  bill,  to  the  Board  of  Commission- 
ers of  the  District  of  Columbia,  along  with  a  listing  of  the  various  forts  and  information  about  their  location, 
condition,  and  availability.2 

The  Board  of  Commissioners  acted  upon  the  plan  by  initiating  in  the  House  of  Representatives  a  bill, 
H.R.  10695  (see  appendices),  "to  make  the  necessary  survey  and  to  prepare  a  plan  of  a  proposed  parkway 
to  connect  the  old  Civil  War  forts  in  the  District  of  Columbia"  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  sites  of  the 
old  Civil  War  forts  and  to  make  them  accessible  to  the  public.  The  Commissioners  also  wrote: 

"The  old  Civil  War  Forts  surrounding  the  city  are  not  only  points  of  interest  but  also  include  points 
from  which  some  of  the  best  views  of  the  city  can  be  obtained.  A  parkway  connecting  these  points  would 
form  a  most  useful  adjunct  to  the  park  system  in  the  District;  and  with  the  great  activity  in  building  opera- 
tions, the  Commissioners  are  of  the  opinion  that  steps  should  be  taken  in  the  near  future  to  purchase  the 
necessary  land.  The  proposed  parkway  would  occupy,  in  the  main,  a  high  ridge  providing  a  splendid  view  of 
the  city  and  Potomac  River,  and  would  connect  the  larger  parks  of  the  District  besides  providing  numerous 
small  recreation  places."3 
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Introduced  on  November  19,  1919,  the  bill  authorized  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  make  a  survey  and  submit  a  plan  to  the  Congress  as  soon  as  possible,  with  recommendations  "together 
with  cost."  as  to  what  land  to  buy  "to  provide  a  continuous  parkway  of  suitable  width  connecting  the  sites  of 
the  following  old  forts  —  Greble,  Carroll,  B.  Ricketts,  Stanton,  Wagner,  Baker,  Davis  (U.S.  owned), 
Dupont  (U.S.  owned),  Chaplin,  A  Battery,  Mahan,  Bunker  Hill,  Totten,  Slocum,  Stevens,  De  Russey,  Bayard, 
B.  Kemble,  B.  Vermont  (U.S.  owned),  B.  Parrott."  Congress  was  further  authorized  to  appropriate  $5,000 
for  the  study.  This  bill  took  some  time  to  work  its  way  through  the  Senate,  but  it  did  pass  over  a  year  later; 
the  House  of  Representatives  nver  passed  a  similar  bill  so  the  proposed  legislation  never  became  law.4 

The  Commissioners  did  not  give  up.  They  resubmitted  bills  to  both  the  House  (H.R.  8792)  and  the 
Senate  (S.  4)  in  1921,  which  included  the  same  text.  Again,  they  did  not  pass.  The  House  entertained  a  new 
bill  in  1922  (H.R.  8792)  to  no  benefit.  In  late  1923,  a  similar  bill  (S.1340)  was  introduced  in  the  Senate. 
Among  other  things,  the  bill  added  a  fort,  Fort  Lincoln.  This  bill  took  some  time  to  work  its  way  through  the 
Senate,  but  it  passed  over  a  year  later.5 

While  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  were  attempting  to  influence  Congress  to 
approve  the  fort  parkway,  others  assisted  their  efforts.  The  Washington  Board  of  Trade  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  at  its  meeting  on  October  21,  1919,  had  adopted  a  resolution  that  urged  Congress  "to  provide  for 
the  immediate  acquisition  of .  .  .  tracts  of  land  in  the  District  for  Parks  and  recreation  purposes"  including  for 
the  "Fort  Drive,  and  sites  of  forts  from  Sixteenth  Street  to  the  Anacostia  River;  estimated  cost  $740,000." 
and  "Fort  Drive  and  site  of  fort  from  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  South  East,  to  and  including  Fort  Stanton, 
Anacostia;  estimated  cost  $56,000."  Concurrently,  various  citizens  of  the  District  decided  that  a  permanent 
agency  to  plan,  acquire,  and  develop  the  city  parks  was  needed.  The  American  Civic  Association  (later  the 
American  Planning  and  Civic  Association),  helped  form  the  Washington  Committee  of  100  on  the  Federal 
City.  Chaired  by  Frederic  A.  Delano,  the  Committee  conducted  a  study  and,  in  early  1924,  published  a 
report  setting  forth  its  recommendations,  which  included  establishing  "a  Fort  Boulevard  following  the  hills 
encircling  the  city  and  connecting  the  Civil  War  forts."6 

The  Committee  of  1 00  influenced  the  introduction  of  a  bill  in  the  United  States  Congress,  "Providing 
for  a  comprehensive  development  of  the  park  and  playground  system  of  the  National  Capital."  On  June  6, 
1924,  Congress  passed  the  legislation  which  created  the  National  Capital  Parks  Commission  (NCPC)  to 
oversee  the  comprehensive  development  of  the  park  system.  The  NCPC  created  a  Planning  Committee  to 
"review  the  1901  McMillan  Report  on  parks  and  bring  it  up  to  date  with  existing  conditions."  One  of  the 
first  projects  studied  by  the  NCPC  was  the  Fort  Drive.  On  March  3,  1925,  NCPC  received  its  first  appro- 
priation for  land  acquisition  and  began  acquiring  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  lands.7 
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The  Commission  accomplished  very  little,  however,  before  another  important  change  occurred  On 
April  30,  1926,  Congress  created  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission  (NCPPC),  replacing 
the  NCPC  and  enlarging  the  agency's  duties.  In  proceeding  to  develop  a  comprehensive  park  plan,  the 
Commission  had  several  bills  introduced  in  Congress,  all  of  which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia.  In  March  1928,  the  committee  held  extensive  hearings  on  the  legislation,  and  some 
speakers,  including  U.S.  Grant,  III,  Major  Carey  H.  Brown  and  Charles  W.  Eliot,  II,  specifically  discussed 
the  Fort  Drive.8 

Similar  bills  and  hearings  led  to  the  passage  on  May  29,  1 930,  of  the  Capper-Cramton  Act.  This  Act 
probably  did  more  for  the  acquisition  of  the  fort  parks  and  for  securing  the  right-of-way  for  the  Fort  Drive 
than  any  other  legislation.  It  provided  $16,000,000  for  the  acquisition  of  land,  including  the  forts  and  Fort 
Drive.  It  further  provided  that  when  Fort  Foote  was  no  longer  required  for  military  purposes,  the  Director 
Of  Public  Buildings  and  Public  Parks  of  the  National  Capital  would  receive  title  to  it,  without  cost,  for 
administration  and  maintenance  as  a  part  of  the  said  George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway.  Most  of  the 
fort  parks  and  right-of-way  lands  for  the  Fort  Drive  were  acquired  under  this  law  and  its  appropriations.9 

Another  important  organizational  change  occurred  on  June  10,  1933  when  the  Office  of  Public 
Buildings  and  Public  Parks  was  abolished.  Its  duties  were  transferred  to  the  Office  of  National  Parks,  Build- 
ings and  Reservations,  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  eventually  to  the  National  Park  Service  which  be- 
came responsible  for  the  national  park  system,  including  parks  in  the  District  of  Columbia.10 

Planning  the  Fort  Parks  and  Fort  Drive 

While  the  Government  made  these  organizational  changes,  important  events  and  activities  pertain- 
ing to  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  fortifications  and  the  Fort  Drive  were  unfolding.  Captain  J.E. 
Wood,  Assistant  to  the  Engineer  Commissioner,  District  of  Columbia,  recommended  "the  establishment  of 
a  Fort  Boulevard"  and  suggested  naming  it  the  McMillan  Drive,  in  honor  of  the  late  senator.  Following  the 
passage  of  the  1924  act  creating  the  National  Capital  Parks  Commission,  the  first  fort  land,  at  Fort  Stevens, 
was  acquired  on  October  1 5,  1925.  Then,  on  April  11,  1927,  the  new  National  Capital  Parks  and  Planning 
Commission  acquired  the  first  property,  in  the  Shepherd  Parkway  section,  for  the  Fort  Drive.  In  between 
these  two  acquisitions,  the  National  Capital  Parks  and  Planning  Commission  decided,  at  meetings  on  June 
18-19,  1926,  that  the  Fort  Drive  would  be  a  parkway,  "not  just  widened  streets."  On  November  18,  1927, 
the  Commission  also  approved  five  major  park  projects;  the  fort  drive  was  one  of  them.  It  appeared  that  the 
Fort  Drive  plan  was  well  on  its  way  to  reality." 
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The  Fort  Drive  plans  changed  considerably  in  the  1920s  due  to  the  growth  of  the  city  and  develop- 
ment occurring  within  it.  Captain  Wood,  on  March  10,  1924,  wrote  that  Fort  Drive  "is  thirty-nine  miles  in 
length,  passes  practically  all  of  the  Civil  War  forts  and  connects  most  of  the  important  public  reservations" 
improving  it  "in  that  a  complete  circuit  is  made  passing  through  Potomac  Park."  Continuing,  he  declared 
"All  of  the  streets  indicated  (see  the  appendices  for  accompanying  map)  are  in  good  condition  for  motor 
travel"  and  "They  form  a  pleasant  drive  no  part  of  which  is  habitually  congested."  The  National  Capital  Parks 
and  Planning  Commission  decided,  in  June  1926,  that  Fort  Drive  would  be  a  parkway,  not  city  streets.  In 
1926,  U.S.  Grant,  III,  then  the  Executive  and  Disbursing  Officer  of  the  Commission,  wrote  that  the  9th 
Street  section  of  Fort  Drive  "will  probably  have  a  double  roadway  with  narrow  parking  between  the  two." 
In  1925,  J.C.  Langdon,  City  Planner,  offered  a  detailed  Fort  Drive  project  to  the  Commission  which  recom- 
mended a  minimum  parkway  width  of  140  feet  and  "negotiations  were  begun  with  the  land  holders,"  who 
mostly  requested  inflated  prices.  After  Major  Carey  H.  Brown  revised  Langdon's  scheme  in  July  1926,  the 
Commission  authorized  purchase  within  125%  or  condemnation  to  widen  Madison  Street  to  120  feet  be- 
tween building  lines  and  recommended  a  special  treatment  of  the  street  to  give  it  as  much  parkway  character 
as  possible."  Charles  W.  Eliot,  II,  submitted  a  comprehensive  report  on  Fort  Drive  to  the  Commission  in 
1927  "along  the  general  line  suggested  by  Langdon"  with  revisions  made  "to  avoid  new  houses  and  improve- 
ments erected  in  the  line"  that  provided  "a  satisfactory  alignment  and  width  of  from  200  to  230  feet  for  a 
parkway."  This  is  the  Fort  Drive  plan,  with  some  subsequent  minor  changes,  that  the  Government  basically 
followed  until  1940.  In  May,  Frederick  Law  Olmsted,  II,  advised  Eliot  to  make  a  minor  change  after  visiting 
a  particular  section  of  Fort  Drive  but  additional  house  construction  negated  that.  On  May  10,  1929,  Eliot 
submitted  to  Major  Brown  "three  schemes  for  the  location  of  the  Fort  Drive  south  of  [Fort]  Reno"  recom- 
mending Scheme  A  which  was  a  parkway  that  would  probably  cost  $58, 993. n 

The  Government  actually  acquired  most  of  the  Fort  Drive  right-of-way  between  1929  and  1932.  In 
March  1931,  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission  divided  the  plan  and  estimate  of  Fort 
Drive  into  sections,  for  better  management,  so  Section  A  was  Potomac  Ave.  To  Newark  Street,  Section  H 
was  Randolph  Street  to  Bladensburg  Road  (National  Training  School)  and  the  last,  Section  P,  was  Atlantic 
Avenue  to  Blue  Plains.  The  Commission  prepared  an  "Emergency  Public  Works  Program  Brief  Justification 
For  Fort  Drive  Projects,"  on  August  31,  1933  that  listed  each  project  by  name,  such  as  "Chesapeake  St.  to 
Connecticut  Ave."  and  "Madison  Street  to  Fort  Totten,"  that  provided  the  planning  stage,  what  type  land  it 
was  and  expected  use,  and  how  much  of  the  land  was  then  in  Government  ownership.13 

Some  Fort  Drive  construction  occurred  in  the  1930s.  In  1934-35,  Civilian  Conservation  Corps 
(CCC)  personnel,  from  the  camp  at  Fort  Dupont  Park,  graded  Fort  Drive  toward  Good  Hope  Road  and  to 
Station  16,  on  the  Anacostia  connecting  road.  They  also  removed  trees  and  roots  from  the  Fort  Drive  right- 
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of- way.  The  Works  Progress  Administration  constructed  a  section  of  Fort  Drive  in  the  Fort  Reno  area.  In 
short,  most  Fort  Drive  road  was  completed  during  the  Depression.  I4 

In  1937,  one  newspaper  reporter  wrote  that  the  23  V2  mile-Fort  Drive,  with  all  but  one  mile  pur- 
chased, would  connect  thirteen  forts  and  four  battery  locations,  of  which  the  Government  owned  all  but 
forts  Chaplin  and  Greble  and  Battery  Ricketts.  But  after  1936,  the  depression  drastically  cut  funds  for 
additional  Fort  Drive  and  fort  land  acquisition.  On  August  17,  1938  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  applied  for  $1,080,000.  from  the  Public  Works  Administration  (PWA)  for  Fort  Drive  construc- 
tion, specifically  the  section  from  Conduit  Road  east  to  Fort  Totten.  To  support  the  application,  the  National 
Capital  Parks  and  Planning  Commission  prepared  "General  Specifications — Fort  Drive  Project,"  and 
"Justification:  The  Fort  Drive — Washington,  DC.  Syllabus."  But,  the  PWA  refused  the  request.15 

Still  optimistic,  however,  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission  approved  a  complete 
set  of  100  scale  development  plans  for  Fort  Drive  on  September  30,  1932.  The  NCPPC  prepared,  in  the 
Spring  1939,  a  "Statement  Regarding  Fort  to  Fort  Drive  Washington,  DC"  that  provided  historical  back- 
ground, community  needs,  and  immediate  plans  for  the  project  including  the  announcement  of  a  five  year 
plan  for  its  completion,  constructing  five  miles  each  year.  On  November  1 6,  1 940,  the  NCPPC,  after  trying 
for  13  years  to  "make  a  reality  of  Fort  Drive,"  voted  to  press  for  a  Congressional  appropriation  to  begin 
construction  of  Fort  Drive.  Also  in  November  1940,  the  Commission  approved  the  Downer  plan,  which 
embodied  a  limited  access,  four-lane  divided  parkway  for  passenger  vehicles;  this  new  Fort  Drive  plan 
supplanted  the  Eliot  one  that  the  Government  had  followed  since  1 929.  The  NCPPC  had  hired  Jay  Downer, 
an  engineer  consultant  from  New  York,  to  develop  a  plan  for  completing  Fort  Drive  as  an  outskirt  bypass 
which  would  measurably  relieve  the  downtown  traffic  problems.  To  develop  this  parkway,  Downer  re- 
ported that  new  standards  and  land  acquisition,  meaning  a  greater  amount  of  right-of-way  to  accommadate 
wider  roads,  were  necessary  and  recommended  that  the  project  be  established  as  a  10-year  plan.16 

By  late  1 940,  newspapers  reported  problems  for  Fort  Drive.  Worried  Commissioners  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  called  for  public  hearings  after  Jay  Downer  estimated  the  Fort  Drive's  cost  as  high  as 
$15,000,000..  It  was  stated  that  if  the  District  of  Columbia  was  forced  to  "pay  the  whole  cost"  of  Fort 
Drive,  there  must  be  a  rise  in  the  gasoline  tax.  Realizing  that  some  time  might  elapse  before  the  road 
construction,  the  Office  of  Capital  Parks  rented  out  some  of  the  right-of-way  property,  including  a  residence 
at  3125  Nebraska  Avenue,  N.W.,  for  $80  per  month.  The  Second  World  War  then  intervened,  and  most 
people  forgot  or  ignored  the  issue  of  the  Fort  Drive.17 
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Acquisition  and  Development  of  Fort  Parks 

Meanwhile,  many  activities  occurred  over  the  first  half  of  the  Twentieth  Century  as  the  government 
began  acquiring  and  developing  the  fort  parks.  Fort  Dupont  Park,  authorized  in  1912,  received  over  16 
acres  in  1916.  After  World  War  I,  the  park  was  expanded  by  acquisition  and  donation,  mainly  from  finan- 
cier, civic  leader,  philanthropist,  American  University  trustee,  and  Corcoran  Art  Gallery  president  Charles 
Carroll  Glover.  Fort  Dupont  grew  to  become  the  second  "largest  natural  park  area  in  the  city  "  The  National 
Capital  Parks  and  Planning  Commission  acquired  approximately  2.8  acres  for  the  "Fort  Kemble"  Park.  It 
was  almost  fifteen  years  before  the  Government  corrected  the  name  (to  Battery  Kemble).  At  Fort  Bayard 
Park,  where  the  fortifications  disappeared  about  1910,  developers  were  building  homes.  In  1923,  the  War 
Department  offered  Fort  Foote  for  sale.  Many  people  who  felt  it  should  become  a  park  succeeded  in  fore- 
stalling the  sale  until  Congress  could  reconsider  its  fate.  The  Capper-Cramton  Act  provided  that  Fort  Foote 
would  become  a  park  after  it  no  longer  had  a  military  purpose,  and  in  1940  the  Army  transferred  it  to  the 
National  Park  Service.  The  Government  had  also  acquired  parts  of  Fort  Stevens,  although  many  houses 
surrounded  it.  A  1926  newspaper  article  reported  that  Fort  De  Russey,  in  Rock  Creek  Park,  was  about  to  be 
"restored  and  grassed,"  but  that  never  happened.18 

In  the  1930s,  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  (CCC)  accomplished  a  great  deal  of  work  on  the  fort 
parks.  The  CCC  established  nine  camps  in  the  Washington,  D.C.  area,  including  one,  established  on  Octo- 
ber 23,  1933,  at  Fort  Dupont  Park.  The  CCC  activities  at  Fort  Dupont  included  erecting  buildings  for 
workers  to  live  and  eat  in,  cleaning  up  foot  and  horse  trails,  performing  minor  road  construction,  putting  in 
a  sewer,  and  constructing  a  two-car  garage,  carpenter  shop,  and  toilet  room.  The  CCC  also  performed 
"forest  protection,"  including  cleaning  up  dead  and  fallen  lumber,  burning  brush,  grubbing  stumps,  cleaning 
up  the  dump,  and  disposing  of  trash  at  forts  Stanton,  Bunker  Hill  and  Mahan,  and  doing  general  cleanup  at 
forts  Totten  and  Foote.  At  Fort  Stevens,  the  CCC  undertook  a  restoration,  reconstruction,  and  landscape 
project;  costing  $25,000.  The  workers  rebuilt  the  western  portion  of  the  fort  parapet,  using  cement  "falsies," 
as  one  author  called  them,  "instead  of  logs  and  planks,"  because  they  would  last  longer.  The  work  at  Fort 
Stevens  was  completed  in  1938.  It  was  the  only  fortification  restoration  project.19 

With  many  of  the  forts  and  batteries  back  in  Government  possession,  proposals  for  the  placement  of 
various  non-park  items  on  or  around  them  were  common.  Water  towers  were  proposed  for  Forts  Reno, 
Dupont  and  Stanton.  The  City  Board  of  Education  suggested  placing  schools  at  various  fort  parks,  includ- 
ing Forts  Reno  and  Stanton.  Plans  were  discussed  for  a  new  reservoir  at  Fort  Reno  and  an  incinerator  at 
Fort  Totten.  A  light,  as  aid  to  navigation,  was  mounted  on  the  old  wharf  of  Fort  Foote,  and  the  Aeronautics 
Authority  wished  to  place  a  radio  beam  tower  in  the  park.  In  193 1,  parks  office  surveyors  camped  at  Fort 
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Foote  while  surveying  the  "property  on  the  Maryland  side  of  the  river  which  will  be  acquired  as  part  of  the 
George  Washington  Parkway."  No  one  knew  what  might  be  proposed  next.20 

Fort  Drive  and  the  Parks  After  World  War  II 

As  during  World  War  I,  little  of  importance  pertaining  to  Fort  Drive  and  the  fort  parks  occurred 
during  World  War  II  The  National  Park  Service  and  the  District  of  Columbia  signed  a  memorandum  of 
agreement,  on  October  24,  1944,  for  the  development  of  two  Fort  Drive  sections,  Mac  Arthur  Boulevard  to 
Nebraska  Avenue  and  Military  Road  from  Oregon  Avenue  to  a  point  east  of  14th  Street.  National  Park 
Service  Associate  Director  A.E.  Demaray  informed  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  that  98  percent  of  the  Fort 
Drive  right-of-way  had  been  acquired  and  that  its  construction  "is  believed  to  be  of  first  importance."  He 
wrote  that  "the  population  recently  has  grown  to  the  extent  that  the  District  Commissioners  are  prepared  to 
undertake  actual  construction  of  certain  sections."  Demarary  was  a  bit  over  optimistic,  however,  as  the 
District  of  Columbia  Engineer  Commissioner,  in  1946,  argued  that  the  estimated  $32,000,000  cost  for  the 
drive  was  too  high.  The  following  year,  estimating  the  cost  of  Fort  Drive  at  $37,000,000,  the  District 
Commissioners  cut  off  funding,21 

In  January  1947,  the  District  Budget  Officer  and  Assessor  wrote  a  report,  "Acquisition  of  Land," 
which  basically  stated  that  the  Fort  Drive  was  too  costly  and  impractical  or  as  they  put  it,  "chimerical  and 
useless."  They  declared  that  the  project  should  be  abrogated  and  the  already  acquired  land  sold.  The  same 
year,  John  Russell  Young,  President  of  the  District's  Board  of  Commissioners,  argued  that  the  "Fort  Drive 
as  planned  would  cost  today  about  $35,000,000,  which  equals  the  sum  total  that  we  have  available  for  major 
highway  improvements  for  the  next  12  years."  The  District,  which  at  one  time  had  considered  raising  the 
gasoline  tax  to  obtain  funds  for  the  Fort  Drive,  now  essentially  abandoned  the  idea.  In  March  1 947,Thomas 
C.  Jeffers,  Landscape  Architect,  presented  a  "modified  plan  for  development  of  Fort  Drive"which  would 
cost  less  and  use  some  of  the  existing  streets  and  roads;  the  NCPPC  approved  a  modified  Fort  Drive  plan  on 
June  20,  1947.  The  NCPPC  and  the  National  Park  Service  and  the  Commission  on  Fine  Arts  were  still  in 
favor  of  Fort  Drive,  but  none  of  them  had  the  money  to  build  it.  Interested  groups,  such  as  the  Civil  War 
Round  Table  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  lobbied  for  the  drive  but,  without  a  funding  source,  it  did  little 
good.22 

Although  supporters  of  the  Fort  Drive  were  unable  to  find  funding  after  1948,  they  continued  to 
view  it  as  a  viable  entity.  In  1950,  as  the  result  of  various  studies,  reports  and  meetings,  a  "Thoroughfare 
Plan"  provided  for  portions  of  Fort  Drive  as  express  parkways  and  express  highways.  In  1959,  plans  pro- 
posed that  portions  of  Fort  Drive  be  incorporated  into  a  newly  planned  intermediate  loop  roadway  within 
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Washington,  but  still  no  new  construction  occurred.  The  District  Highway  Department,  in  1961,  attempted 
to  take  some  of  the  unused  Fort  Drive  right-of-way  for  Interstate  95,  that  would  pass  through  the  city  but 
the  National  Park  Service  refused.  In  1962,  the  National  Park  Service  conducted  a  study  of  a  Fort  Drive  "to 
decide  whether  it  was  still  'a  valid  park  project'  or  should  be  built  to  serve  as  a  major  highway."  In  May  1963 
President  John  F.  Kennedy,  in  a  message  to  Congress,  requested  the  "speedy  construction  of  the  23-mile 
Fort  Drive  Parkway"  but  his  request  went  unfunded.23 

On  October  1,  1964,  the  National  Capital  Planning  Commission  staff  and  other  professionals  took  a 
bus  tour  of  Fort  Drive  to  help  decide  whether  it  should  "be  developed  as  a  park-like  road,  can  it  lend  itself 
to  be  an  intermediate  loop,  or  should  the  forts  remain  isolated  for  just  recreational  use?"  By  May  1965  the 
local  newspapers  extolled  a  new  proposal  by  Fred  Tuemmler  as  a  substitute  for  the  Fort  Drive.  Tuemmler, 
whom  the  National  Capital  Planning  Commission  hired  to  re-evaluate  Fort  Drive,  suggested  the  right-of- 
way  land  should  "be  reconstituted  as  a  recreational  facility"  and,  to  emphasize  that  park  recreation  concept, 
rename  it  "Fort  Park  System."  It  would  be  "a  place  to  get  away  from  cars."  Further,  he  saw  it  as  a  30  mile 
"ring  of  recreation  and  green  space"  around  the  city,  running  from  Fort  Greble  Park  to  Battery  Kemble  Park, 
with  hiking  and  bicycle  paths.  He  envisioned  fully  restoring  Forts  Stevens,  Totten  and  Dupont.  At  Fort 
Totten  Park,  he  suggested  establishing  a  Civil  War  History  Museum  and  adding  159.2  acres  of  land  to  the 
approximately  1,276  acres  of  existing  parkland.  All  the  forts,  he  said,  would  "serve  as  way  stations,  neigh- 
borhood centers  and  historical  points  of  interest."  As  with  the  Fort  Drive,  lack  of  money  halted  Tuemmler's 
plan,  but  two  miles  of  the  hiking  and  biking  trails  were  built  in  Fort  Dupont  Park.24 

Over  the  years  a  concept  evolved  of  a  Fort  Drive  to  run  from  MacArthur  Boulevard  in  northwest 
Washington  to  Blue  Plains  at  the  District  Line  in  the  southeast.  It  would  be  "a  quiet  scenic  road  linking 
about  17  Civil  War  forts  in  the  outer  sections  of  Washington."  A  1940  newspaper  article  reported  that  Fort 
Drive  was  "conceived  now  as  a  double  strip  roadway,  free  of  grade  crossings  by  which  crosstown  and 
through  traffic  may  be  accelerated  and  diverted  around  the  more  congested  sections  of  the  city."  An  engi- 
neer consultant  called  it  "a  miniature  Pennsylvania]  turnpike  with  no  traffic  lights,  two  lanes  divided  by 
strip."  A  1953  National  Capital  Parks  study  described  it  as  "a  high  speed  'ring'  road,  distributing  traffic  on 
radial  routes  and  handling  circumferential  traffic  in  the  city."  The  same  year,  the  Civil  War  Round  Table  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  saw  it  as  a  22.8  mile,  "six-lane  freeway,  with  access  only  at  selected  points  and  no 
grade  crossings  when  finally  completed."25 

In  1965,  planning  consultant  Fred  Tuemmler  wrote:  "Thus,  the  Fort  Drive  which  started  with  a 
beginning  concept  of  a  'wooded  road — a  picturesque  circuit  of  the  Capital'  constituting  'the  most  striking 
feature  of  the  park  system'  changed  first  to  a  design  concept  of  which  the  Bronx  River  Parkway  in  Westchester 
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County,  New  York  was  the  prototype  and  gradually  to  a  more  stream-lined  facility  to  meet  the  design 
criteria  of  the  present-day  multi-laned,  limited-access  highway."  He  also  observed  that  the  Fort  Drive  evolved 
from  a  "meandering  scenic  drive  to  the  recent  concept  as  an  indispensable  encircling  element  in  the  system 
of  high-speed  traffic  facilities  devoted  primarily  to  the  movement  of  motor  vehicles  and  with  minor  empha- 
sis on  the  fort  sites."  In  this  sense,  Tuemmler  was  right,  a  high-speed  highway  did  not  lend  itself  to  sightse- 
ers who  wished  to  stop  and  see  the  forts  and  the  breathtaking  views  of  the  capital  city.26 

Advocates  had  a  variety  of  justifications  for  the  Fort  Drive.  An  often  used  justification  was:  "Above 
all,  it  was  the  topographical  value  of  the  forts  that  was  the  most  esteemed;  that  they  ringed  the  city,  defined 
its  rim  of  surrounding  hills,  and  (before  trees  had  grown  again  and  over  the  cleared  lines  of  fire)  offered  such 
superb  views  of  the  city  itself,  the  broad  and  gleaning  Potomac,  and  the  surrounding  metropolitan  landscape." 
The  argument  used  in  a  1919  bill  introduced  in  Congress  was:  "For  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  sites  of  the 
old  Civil  War  forts  and  to  make  them  accessible  to  the  public."  In  1924,  the  District  Commissioners  were 
"of  the  opinion  that  as  a  matter  of  historic  interest  these  forts  should  be  preserved  and  that  access  to  them 
should  be  provided  before  private  development  brings  about  their  destruction."  National  Park  Service 
Associate  Director  A.E.  Demaray  wrote  that  when  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission,  in 
1926,"realized  the  necessity  of  providing  a  ready  means  for  exchange  of  traffic  between  various  residential 
subdivisions,  fortunately,  there  was  found  a  possibility  for  doing  this  at  a  moderate  cost  by  a  circumferential 
parkway  about  23  miles  in  length  joining  the  old  Civil  War  forts."  In  1947,  the  plea  was  that  "to  abandon  the 
Fort  Drive  would  be  a  short-sighted  policy,  it  would  destroy  a  'cross  town'  traffic  artery  that  is  most  ur- 
gently needed  for  the  City  of  Washington."27 

Although  the  arguments  in  favor  of  the  road  had  merit,  the  opposition  also  had  answers: 
"Unfortunately  it  will  now  be  impracticable  to  carry  out  the  fort  drive  on  the  scale  proposed  in  1901,  as 
many  sections  of  it  have  been  built  upon  in  the  meantime"  was  an  often  repeated  argument  against  it. 
Another  retort  was,  "by  1926,  the  land  required  for  the  drive  lay  too  close  to  the  built-up  city,  so  that  the 
cost  of  this  land  would  be  much  inflated  over  possible  parkland  further  out. "  One  author  remarked  that  Fort 
Drive  simply  "never  captured  the  imagination  of  Congress,"  which  ultimately  could  have  appropriated  the 
money  to  acquire  and  build  it.  And,  generally,  although  the  road  was  "reinterpreted,  even  as  a  circumferen- 
tial highway,  the  Fort  Drive  failed  to  win  sufficient  support  to  be  realized."  A  1964  newspaper  article 
remarked  that  perhaps  Fort  Drive  was  no  longer  needed  because,  after  all,  city  roads  now  ran  past  most  of 
the  forts.  These  arguments  along  with  the  lack  of  finances  spelled  doom  for  Fort  Drive.28 
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Other  Uses  of  the  Fort  Parks 

While  the  Fort  Drive  was  facing  its  demise,  the  fort  parks  were  targets  for  various  public  and  private 
entities.  The  Federal  government  has  used  Fort  Reno  Park,  where  the  Civil  War  fortifications  disappeared 
about  1 900,  for  a  variety  of  purposes,  such  as  the  previously  mentioned  water  towers  and  reservoirs.  During 
and  after  World  War  II,  however,  many  new  uses  occurred.  The  military  fenced  the  water  facilities  during  the 
war  to  help  prevent  sabotage.  During  the  Korean  War,  the  35th  Brigade  acquired  4.3  acres  of  the  park  for 
AAA  Site  Fort  Reno  by  Department  of  Interior  use  permit  of  June  11,  1951.  In  September  of  1952,  Battery 
B  of  the  36th  AAA  Battalion  (90  mm)  and  Battery  A  of  the  70th  AAA  Battalion  (120  mm)  made  their 
headquarters  at  Ft.  Reno.  After  the  truce,  the  use  permit  terminated  on  March  13,  1953.  In  two-week  and 
weekend  periods,  the  National  Guard  used  the  rolling  fields  at  Fort  Reno  for  drill  and  camp  purposes  during 
the  Korean  War.  Soon  after  the  war,  the  Government  built  an  underground  defense  communications  center 
there,  with  visible  antennas  and  dishes,  that  "reportedly  links  the  White  House  with  other  larger  centers  in  the 
Middle  Atlantic  States."29 

By  1957,  Fort  Reno  Park  had  a  new  reservoir.  TheK-9  Division  of  the  Secret  Service  also  established 
a  facility  at  the  park.  The  City  Department  of  Public  Works  stored  sand,  salt  and  other  bad  weather  equip- 
ment, and  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  placed  monitoring  equipment  there.30 

Fort  Reno  was  not  the  only  fort  park  to  experience  these  problems.  The  city  wished  to  build  a 
reservoir  at  Fort  Totten  and  "run  a  3-inch  water  main".  .  .  across  Fort  Totten  Park  and  Fort  Drive  to  District 
water  mains."  In  1949,  President  Harry  Truman  submitted  to  Congress  a  "Supplemental  Estimate  of  Appro- 
priations for  the  Department  of  the  Interior"requesting  $175,000.  for  a  swimming  pool  and  associated  facili- 
ties at  Fort  Stanton  Park.  Good  or  bad,  at  Fort  Dupont,  the  buildings  constructed  and  used  by  the  CCC  were 
offered  to  the  park  in  1944.  Fort  Foote  was  used  by  the  Youth  Conservation  Corps  in  the  mid-1980s.  31 

Non-government  organizations  also  wished  to  use  the  fort  parks.  In  1 920  African- American  Catho- 
lics who  had  not  felt  comfortable  in  local  congregations,  built  Our  Lady  of  Perpetual  Help  Church  at  Fort 
Stanton,  after  Dr.  J.C.  Norwood,  an  African-American  physician,  reduced  the  price  of  the  land.  During  the 
1920s,  nearby  residents  "walked  family  cows  to  Fort  Stanton  Park  to  graze  before  the  school  bell  rang." 
Before  World  War  II,  the  Girl  Scouts  used  Fort  Foote  "for  week-end  recreation  trips,  camping  out  in  a 
screened  pavilion  back  of  the  old  house  where  the  flag  flies."  The  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic  (GAR)  held 
national  conventions  in  Washington  in  1870,  1892,  1902,  1915,  and  1936  and  held  special  ceremonies  at  Fort 
Stevens,  as  did  many  other  hereditary  and  patriotic  organizations  through  the  mid-1990s.32 

While  all  these  activities  were  occurring  at  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  fort  parks,  all 
within  the  District  of  Columbia,  one  kindred  fort,  in  Virginia,  remained  in  the  possession  of  the  original 
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owner's  family  and  was  well-preserved  and  seemingly  safe  until  its  sale  in  1953.  In  1954  Stan  McClure,  a 
National  Park  Service  historian,  recommended  that  the  U.S.  Government  acquire  this  site,  named  Fort 
Marcy,  "in  connection  with  the  land  purchases  along  the  George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway."  Despite 
the  recommendation,  nothing  happened.  In  1956,  however,  Virginia  Highway  Department  proposals  for 
widening  Route  123  put  Fort  Marcy  in  jeopardy,  and  local  preservationists  spoke  out  for  its  protection.  In 
June  1957  one  of  these  individuals,  Mrs.  R.F.S.  Starr,  learned  that  the  Virginia  Highway  Department  was 
starting  work  at  the  fort.  She  contacted  a  Fairfax  County  Supervisor,  drove  to  the  site,  and  parked  her  car  in 
front  of  the  bulldozer's  blade  to  halt  further  destruction.  Later  that  day  the  County  Supervisors  voted  to 
acquire  the  site  and  sent  a  police  patrol  to  the  site  to  insure  that  no  additional  destruction  occurred.  The 
County  and  the  U.S.  Government  each  paid  half  the  cost  for  the  site;  ordinarily  the  State  of  Virginia  would 
pay  half  the  county's  share,  but  a  State  Highway  Department  official  indicated  the  state's  stance  by  stating  "I 
don't  think  we'd  want  to  buy  a  Union  fort."  The  Federal  Government  received  the  deed  to  the  fort  and 
surrounding  land  on  May  7,  1 959,  but  the  park  wasn't  opened  to  the  public  until  four  years  later,  on  May  1 8, 
1963.  Today,  this  1 5  acre  park  is  the  site  of  the  best  preserved  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  fortifica- 
tions, containing  not  only  a  well-preserved  fort  but  also  related  outworks  and  trenches.  The  park  has  suf- 
fered, however,  from  a  lack  of  funds  for  preservation  and  interpretation.  During  the  mid-1990s,  the  Na- 
tional Park  Service  conducted  archaeological  and  geographical  mapping  work  there,  which  has  provided 
new  historical  insights  into  garrison  life  during  the  Civil  War.33 

Saving  Non-Federally  Owned  Fortifications 

In  addition  to  the  Federal  government's  efforts  to  save  and  preserve  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of 
Washington,  local  governments  have  lately  undertaken  some  of  the  work.  National  Park  Service  historian 
Stanley  McClure  wrote  in  1954:  "Expansion  of  residential  and  other  building  developments,  beginning  in 
1942  after  the  outbreak  of  World  War  II,  resulted  in  the  destruction  of  several  of  the  old  fortifications 
preserved  up  to  that  time."  But,  he  remarked,  "The  threatened  destruction  of  the  remaining  earthworks  has 
caused  patriotic  citizens  and  planning  officials  in  Virginia  and  Maryland  to  take  renewed  interest  in  their 
preservation  during  the  last  several  years."  McClure  then  bragged:  "As  a  result  of  the  efforts  taken  to 
interest  planning  commissions  and  other  organizations  in  the  old  Civil  War  earthworks  during  the  past  two 
years,  and  particularly  in  the  last  two  months,  it  has  been  possible  to  aid  in  saving  several  others,  including 
Fort  Gaines,  Battery  Smead,  Battery  Bailey,  Battery  Benson,  and  probably  Fort  Ward."34 

Of  course,  much  has  changed  since  1954,  and  only  two  of  those  fortifications  that  McClure  men- 
tioned— Battery  Bailey  and  Fort  Ward — are  preserved  today  and  in  public  ownership.35  At  times,  local 
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governments  and  other  organizations  have  attempted  to  save  and  preserve  other  fortifications,  but  with 
mixed  results.  They  lost  Fort  Strong,  Fort  Worth,  Fort  Sumner,  Fort  Reynolds,  and  a  great  deal  of  Forts 
Scott  and  Ethan  Allen.  But  Fairfax  County  was  instrumental  in  saving  Fort  Marcy  and  paid  part  of  its  cost. 
In  addition,  Forts  Ward,  Willard  and  C.F.  Smith  and  Battery  Bailey  are  preserved,  publicly  owned  and  open 
to  the  public.36 

Fort  Ward  may  be  the  greatest  success  story.  Preservationists  made  the  Alexandria  City  government 
aware  of  Fort  Ward  in  1953  and  voiced  demands  for  its  purchase  and  preservation.  This  influenced  one 
writer  to  remark,  "Fort  Ward,  which  has  been  reconstructed,  is  the  best  example  of  an  earthwork  fort."  By 
1961 ,  the  city  purchased  the  fort  and  surrounding  land,  approximately  40  acres.  It  then  undertook  a  preser- 
vation and  reconstruction  plan,  to  make  the  northwest  bastion  appear  as  it  did  during  the  Civil  War  and  to 
construct  buildings  patterned  after  those  pictured  in  Matthew  Brady  photographs  taken  at  the  various  forts 
in  the  Defenses  of  Washington.  The  park  opened  and  was  dedicated  on  May  30,  1964,  during  the  Civil  War 
Centennial.  At  times,  the  city  has  over-emphasized  its  recreational  facilities  and,  as  a  result,  interested 
individuals  organized  the  Friends  of  Fort  Ward  to  fight  for  the  historical  aspects  of  the  park.  With  its 
reconstructed  bastion,  a  museum  with  superior  quality  artifacts,  an  exemplary  educational  program,  and  a 
fine  recreational  facilities  including  an  amphitheater,  it  is  currently  the  premier  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Wash- 
ington fortification  site  in  the  Washington  area.37 

The  next  fort  acquired  by  a  local  government  was  Fort  Willard,  in  1978-80.  Located  near  Alexan- 
dria, VA,  in  Fairfax  County,  it  contains  1.621  acres  situated  in  the  center  of  a  cul-de-sac  in  the  middle  of  a 
residential  neighborhood.  Civil  War  Historian  James  Robertson  described  the  fort  as  "a  superb  example  of 
an  earthen  fortification  in  an  unimproved  state."  It  retains  most  of  its  features,  although  physically  protected 
only  by  barriers  that  prevent  motor  cycles  and  bicycles  from  riding  through  it.  Few  people  know  of  it  or  its 
whereabouts,  but  it  is  an  interesting  fort  to  visit.38 

Local  governments  have  saved  two  other  fortifications  that  were  part  of  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of 
Washington  —  Battery  Bailey,  part  of  Little  Falls  Park  in  Montgomery  County,  MD,  and  Fort  C.F.  Smith  in 
Arlington  County,  VA.  Arlington  County  acquired  Fort  C.F.  Smith  in  1994,  and  it  is  a  major  part  of  a  19- 
acre  public  park,  dedicated  in  1996.  Possibly,  Fort  C.F.  Smith  may  be  the  last  Civil  War  Defenses  of 
Washington  fortification  in  the  suburbs  to  become  a  public  park,  because  little  else  is  left.  Unable  to  save 
most  of  its  Civil  War  fortifications,  Arlington,  in  the  mid-1960s,  did  spend  $3,353.  to  place  aluminum 
historical  plaques  at  the  sites  of  the  20  former  Civil  War  forts  in  the  county.39 
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Fort  Parks  -  Still  Relatively  Unknown 

Although  a  number  of  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  have  significant  historical  remains  and 
warrant  visits  by  interested  tourists,  the  general  guidebooks  to  the  nation's  capital  have  rarely  mentioned 
them.  These  include  the  Federal  Writer's  Program's  Washington,  D.C.:  A  Guide  to  the  Nation's  Capital, 
originally  published  in  1942.  Occasionally,  Fort  Stevens  was  cited  and  information  provided  about  a  few 
others.  Even  after  the  Government  reacquired  the  forts  for  parks,  few  guidebooks  discussed  them.  Below 
are  a  few  of  the  better  or  more  interesting  guidebook  accounts  of  the  fortifications,  taken  from  the  limited 
selections  that  are  available.40 

•  "Some  Forts  of  the  Civil  War — At  Brightwood,  in  plain  view  from  the  street  cars  on  Georgia 
Ave.,  on  the  west  are  the  crumbling  parapets  of  Fort  Stevens,  the  only  battlefield  in  the  district 
during  the  Civil  War.  Here  was  stayed  the  advance  of  the  Confederate  forces,  and  here  Lincoln 
stood  under  fire  during  the  attacks,  repeatedly  exposing  himself  to  the  fire  of  the  sharpshooters. 
The  site  was  marked  by  a  memorial  bowlder  (sic!)  in  1912,  and  was  further  marked  in  1920,  with 
a  bronze  tablet  by  the  survivors  of  the  Sixth  Army  Corps.  In  the  little  cemetery  by  the  Methodist 
church,  now  known  as  Battle  Cemetery  were  buried  those  killed  in  the  attack.41 

•  "Fort  De  Russey  is  located  on  high  ground  northwest  of  the  intersection  of  Military  and  Daniels 
Roads.  The  old  dirt  ramparts  with  their  niches  for  artillery  pieces  are  well  preserved,  and  the  old 
moat  still  surrounds  the  fort,  although  during  the  past  sixty  years  many  trees  have  grown  up  on 
the  walls  and  in  the  fort  proper."42 

•  "Today,  Fort  Stevens  is  only  a  small  open  space  with  a  flagpole,  marker,  and  a  few  of  the  once 
numerous  ramparts."43 

•  "The  extensive  earthworks  of  Fort  Sumner  and  Batgtery  Benson  will  interest  the  history-minded 
pilgrim."44 

Even  today,  few  of  the  general  Washington,  D.  C.  guidebooks  address  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of 
Washington.  The  demand  for  information  has  grown,  however,  as  Americans  and  many  foreigners  are 
increasingly  visiting  historical  sites  in  the  United  States,  especially  those  relating  to  the  Civil  War.  So,  in  the 
last  few  decades,  coverage  of  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  in  specific  guidebooks  has  improved. 
Following  are  citations  to  the  Civil  War  Defense  of  Washington  fortification  related  guidebooks.  David  V. 
Miller's  privately  printed  The  Defense  of  Washington  During  the  Civil  War  (Buffalo,  New  York:  Mr.  Copy, 
1976)  is  the  first  modern  guide  to  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington.    But  the  later  published.  Mr. 
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Lincoln's  Forts:  A  Guide  to  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington .  (Shippensburg,  PA:  White  Mane  Pub- 
lishing Company,  1988),  by  Benjamin  Franklin  Cooling,  III  and  Walton  H  Owen,  II,  is  the  best  available  at 
this  time. 

Other  useful  guides  are  Richard  M.  Lee,  Mr.  Lincoln  s  City:  An  Illustrated  Guide  to  the  Civil  War 
Sites  of  Washington  (McLean,  VA:  EPM  Publications,  Inc.,  1981),  Stephen  M.  Forman,  A  Guide  to  Civil 
War  Washington  (Washington,  DC:  Elliott  &  Clark  Publishers,  1995),  Charles  T.  Jacobs,  Civil  War  Guide 
to  Montgomery  County,  Maryland  (Rockville,  MD:  The  Montgomery  County  Historical  Society  and  the 
Montgomery  County  Civil  War  Round  Table,  1983)  and  James  I.  Robertson,  Jr.,  Civil  War  Sites  in  Virginia: 
A  Tour  Guide  (Charlottesville,  VA:  The  University  Press  of  Virginia,  1982). 

Although  many  of  the  Civil  War  Defenses  of  Washington  fortifications  are  gone  or  poorly  preserved, 
their  memory  lives  on  in  the  commercial,  educational,  recreational,  religious,  transportation  and  residential 
activities  of  the  nation's  capital.  Commercially,  there  is  a  Fort  Carroll  Delicatessen,  Fort  Davis  Exxon,  Fort 
Dupont  Ice  Rink,  Fort  Foote  Computer  Services,  Fort  Lincoln  Beauty  Boutique,  Fort  Stevens  Liquor,  Fort 
Totten  Auto  Sales,  and  Fort  Worth  Mortgage  Corporation.  Children  can  attend  Fort  Lincoln  School  or  Fort 
Baker  Kiddie  Kollege.  Those  who  wish,  can  attend  Fort  Baptist  Church  and/or  be  buried  at  Fort  Lincoln 
Cemetery.  One  can  live  in  Fort  Greble  Apartments,  Fort  Lincoln  Senior  Citizen's  Village  or  Fort  Ellsworth 
Condominium  or  on  Fort  Drive,  Fort  Williams  Avenue,  Fort  Worth  Place,  Battery  Heights  Boulevard,  or 
Fort  Dupont  Terrace.  Or  anyone  can  catch  the  Metro  at  Fort  Totten  Station  or  catch  a  bus  that  includes  one 
of  the  former  fort  names  in  its  final  destination.  Thus,  although  many  of  the  fortifications  in  the  Civil  War 
Defenses  of  Washington  are  gone  or  in  a  terrible  state  of  preservation,  they  live  on,  even  today,  in  billboards, 
marquee  and  street  signs.45 
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280,  288,  476  (S.J.  117);  Journal  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  .  .  69th  Congress,  1st  session 
1925-26  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1926),  739,  1099  (HR  12644);  Journal  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States .  .  .  69th  Congress,  1st  Session  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1926),  436,  712 
(S4401);  Journal  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  .  .  .  68th  ,  1st  Session,  1923-24  (Washington,  DC:  The  Govern- 
ment Printing  Office,  1924),  304,  578  (SJ 1 17);  Journal  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  .  .  .  68th  Congress,  2d 
Session,  1924-25  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1925),  157,  204  (SJ117)  [February  17,  1925, 
approved  public  resolution  No.  46];  Journal  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  .  .  .  68th  Congress, 
2d  Session,  1924-25  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1924),  95,  290,  444  (HR1 1365);  Journal  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  .  .  .  70th  Congress,  1st  Session,  1927-28  (Washington,  DC:  The 
Government  Printing  Office,  1928),  378,  11744  (HR  10556);  Journal  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  .  .  .  71st  Congress,  2d  session,  1929-30  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office,  1930),  431,  523 
(HR11489);  "National  Military  Park  to  Commemorate  Battle  of  Fort  Stevens,"  Hearings  Before  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  House  of  Representatives,  Sixty-Eighth  Congress,  Second  Session,  on  HR.  1 1365,  Monday,  Janu- 
ary 12,  1925,  Statement  of  Hon.  Samuel  E.  Cook  of  Indiana.  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office, 
1925);  Union  Calendar  No.  520,  HR.  11365,  [House  Report  No.  1537],  68th  Congress,  2D  Session,  February  20, 
1925;  "Commemoration  of  Certain  Military  Historic  Events,  and  for  Other  Purposes,"  House  Report  No.  1 525,  71st 
Congress,  2d  Session,  May  19,  1930,  24;  RG42,  Entry  109,  Newspaper  Clippings,  1926-27,  Box  5,  "Land  Approved 
For  Parks,"  newspaper  article,  1926;  Mark  Tooley,  "Battle  at  Fort  Stevens  Saved,"777e  Washington  Post,  August  6, 
1994;  Record  Group  233,  Records  of  the  United  States  House  of  Representatives,  National  Archives  (hereafter  re- 
ferred to  as  RG233),  Papers  Accompanying  Specific  Bills  and  Resolutions,  HR70A-D20,  Box  375 — HR.  10556, 
70th  Congress,  1st  Session,  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  February  6, 1928;  Bruce  L.  Brager,  "Fort  Stevens— Lincoln 
Under  Fire."  Northern  Virginian,  12,  July-August  1982,  22;  "Ft.  Stevens  Falls  in  Building  Drive,"  The  Evening  Star, 
May  16,  1925;  "Historic  Spot  Is  Site  For  New  Homes,"  Washington  Times,  Oct  29,  1927;  William  J.  Wheatley,  "Fort 
De  Russy  to  be  Restored:  Surrounding  Section  in  Rock  Creek  Park  Being  Cleared  to  Open  Area,"  The  Evening  Star, 
Dec.  5,  1926;  "Fort  Bayard  Park  Has  Much  History,"  The  Washington  Post,  July  13,  1930;  Judith  Beck  Helm, 
Tenleytown,  DC.  Country  Village  into  A  City  Neighborhood  (Washington,  DC:  Tennally  Press,  1981),  363. 

iy  RG79,  Records  of  the  Branch  of  Recreation,  Land  Protection,  and  State  Cooperation,  Narrative  Reports  Concern- 
ing ECW  (CCC)  Projects  in  NPS  Areas,  1933-35,  District  of  Columbia,  Boxes  11,  National  Capital  Parks,  Narrative 
Report  covering  Fifth  Enrollment  Period,  ECW  Camp  N.A.  #1,  Washington,  DC,  Apr-Oct  1935;  Reservation  #412, 
Reservation  #443,  and  Reservation  #475,  Box  12,  Narrative  Report,  NP  Camp  #7,  Benning,  DC,  April  1 — September 
30,  1935,  Box  13,  Camp  NP-7,  Narrative  Report,  April-October  1935,  Camp  Name — Fort  Dupont — Project  7-1 — 7- 
9,  and  projects  7-10 — 7-22,  NP-7,  Benning,  DC,  General  Report  for  Second  Enrollment  Period,  Oct  1933-Apr.  1934, 
Field  Work  at  Fort  Dupont,  NP  Camp  7,  Benning,  DC,  Narrative  Report,  Oct  1934-April  1935,  minor  road  construc- 
tion at  Fort  Dupont,  cleanup  at  Reservation  544,  Ft.  Totten,  NP  Camp  7,  Narrative  Report,  Oct  1934-Jan  1935,  work 
on  Fort  Drive,  NP  Camp  7,  Benning,  DC,  Narrative  Report,  July-Oct  1934,  sewer  at  Fort  Dupont,  Ft.  Foote,  General 
Cleanup;  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Fort  Drive  #1,  T.S.  Settle,  Secre- 
tary, Memorandum  to  Mr.  Gillen,  March  5,  1940,  SUBJ:  Fort  Drive;  U.S.,  Office  of  National  Capital  Parks,  "A 
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History  of  National  Capital  Parks,"  By  Cornelius  W.  Heine  (Washington,  DC:  National  Capital  Parks,  National  Park 
Service,  1953),  31;  Christine  Sadler,  "One  More  Mile  and  the  District  Will  Have  a  Driveway  Linking  Forts,  Road  to 
Pass  Fortifications  of  Civil  War,  Will  Run  Along  Rims  of  Hills  That  Make  Saucer  of  City,  Expected  to  Be  One  of 
Nation's  Most  Scenic  and  Historic,  The  Washington  Post,  Sunday,  October  10,  1937;  RG328,  General  Records, 
Planning  Files,  1924-67,  545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Fort  Drive  #1,  T.S.  Settle,  Secretary,  Memorandum  to  Mr  Gillen, 
March  5,  1940,  SUBJ:  Fort  Drive;  The  Rambler  (Richard  Rogers),  "Old  Fort  Resists  Siege  of  Time,"  The  Evening 
Star,  Oct.  19,  1956;  Benjamin  Franklin  Cooling,  III  and  Walton  H.  Owen,  II,  Mr.  Lincoln  s  Forts:  A  Guide  to  the  Civil 
War  Defenses  of  Washington  (Shippensburg,  PA:  White  Mane  Publishing  Company,  1988),  161;  Bernard  Kohn, 
"Restored  Civil  War  Fort  Is  New  Sightseeing  Shrine,"  The  Sunday  Star,  July  4,  1937. 

2U  Martha  Strayer,  "Old  Fort  Foote,  A  Forlorn  and  Forgotten  Place,"  The  Washington  Daily  News,  Monday,  July  20, 
1931;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Forts,  Fort  Stanton;  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924- 
67,  535,  Parks  and  Reservations,  Fort  Totten  Park,  Extract  from  minutes  of  the  55th  meeting  of  the  National  Capital 
Parks  and  Planning  Commission  held  on  March  6,  1938  and  Extract  from  minutes  of  the  122nd  meeting  of  the 
National  Capital  Parks  and  Planning  Commission  held  on  October  28  &  29,  1937;  "Park  Board  May  Wreck  Historic 
Fort,"  The  Washington  Post,  October  28,  1937;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Forts,  Fort  Dupont— Water 
Tower;  Statutes  at  Large,  67th  Congress,  1921-23,  Vol.  42,  Pt.  1  (Washington,  DC:  The  Government  Printing  Office 
1923),  1368;  "Bunker  Mentality,"  City  Paper,  January  13-19,  1995;  Judith  Beck  Helm,  Tenleytown,  D.  C:  Country 
Village  into  City  Neighborhood  (Washington,  DC:  Tennally  Press,  1981),  470;  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning 
Files,  1924-67,  535,  Parks  and  Reservations,  Fort  Foote,  Extract  from  minutes  of  156th  meeting  of  National  Capital 
Parks  and  Planning  Commission  held  on  Dec.  19-20,  1930  or  40?;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Forts, 
Fort  Reno — Water  Tower,  "New  Fourth-High  Tower  at  Reno,  Built  in  1928. 

21  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Fort  Drive  #2,  Committee  on— A.E. 
Demaray,  Associate  Director,  National  Park  Service,  Memorandum  for  Secretary,  August  12,  1944,  and  T.C.  Jeffers, 
Landscape  Architect,  "THE  FORT  DRIVE,  A  Chronological  History  of  the  More  Important  Actions  and  Events  Relat- 
ing Thereto,"  February  7,  1947;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Fort  Drive,  John  Russell  Young,  President, 
Board  of  Commissioners,  District  of  Columbia  to  Hon.  Gilmore  D.  Clarke,  Chairman,  The  Commission  of  Fine  Arts, 
Interior  Department  Building,  April  4,  1947;  Civil  War  Round  Table  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  "Washington  Needs 
The  Fort  Memorial  Freeway,"  Pamphlet  (1953?);  Thomas  Walton,  "The  1901  McMillan  Commission:  Beaux  Arts 
Plan  for  the  Nation's  Capital,"  Ph.D.  dissertation,  Catholic  University,  1980,  149;  Cooperative  Agreements  and  His- 
toric Site  Designation  Orders,  Agreement  with  District  of  Columbia,  Memorandum  of  Agreement  of  October  24,  1944 
Between  the  National  Park  Service  and  the  District  of  Columbia  Relating  to  Development  of  Two  Sections  of  Fort 
Drive. 

22  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  files,  1924-67,  545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Committee  on — A.E.  Demaray,  Associ- 
ate Director,  National  Park  Service,  Memorandum  for  Secretary,  August  12,  1944;  Civil  War  Round  Table  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  "Washington  Needs  The  Fort  Memorial  Freeway,"  Pamphlet  (1953?);  Thomas  Walton,  "The 
1901  McMillan  Commission:  Beaux  Arts  Plan  for  the  Nation's  Capital,"  Ph.D.  dissertation,  Catholic  University, 
1980,  149;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Fort  Drive,  John  Russell  Young,  President,  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners, District  of  Columbia  to  Hon.  Gilmore  D.  Clarke,  Chairman,  The  Commission  of  Fine  Arts,  Interior  Depart- 
ment Building,  April  4,  1947,  and  Budget  Officer  and  Assessor,  District  of  Columbia,  to  the  Commissioners,  District 
of  Colimbia,  Subject:  Acquisition  of  Land,  January  21,  1947;  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67, 
545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Fort  Drive  #1,  T.S.  Settle,  Secretary,  Memorandum  to  Mr.  Gillen,  March  5,  1940,  SUBJ:  Fort 
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Drive;  Civil  War  Round  Table  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  "Washington  Needs  The  Fort  Memorial  Freeway,"  Pam- 
phlet (1953?);  Gerald  G.  Gross,  "Planning  Board  Seeks  Funds  for  Fort  Drive,"  The  Washington  Post,  November  15, 
1940;  Helm,  Tenleytown,  448;  "Park  Board  Approves  Changes  In  Fort  Drive  Project  Plans."  The  Washington  Post, 
June  21,  1947;  "Fort  Drive  Up  for  Study  Today."  The  Washington  Post,  March  20,  1947;  "Fowler  to  Stick  To  His 
Figures  on  Fort  Drive  Cost."  The  Washington  Post,  February  25,  1947. 

2^  "History  of  Fort  Drive,"  In  National  Capital  Planning  Commission,  Fort  Park  System:  A  Re-evaluation  Study  of 
Fort  Drive,  Washington,  DC.  April  1965  By  Fred  W.  Tuemmler  and  Associates,  College  Park,  Maryland  (Washing- 
ton, DC:  National  Capital  Planning  Commission,  1965),  3-9;  Civil  War  Round  Table  of  the  Distnct  of  Columbia, 
"Washington  Needs  The  Fort  Memorial  Freeway,"  Pamphlet  (1953?);  "District,  Park  Service  Clash  Over  Highway  vs. 
Parkway."  The  Washington  Post,  April  2,  1961;Willard  Clopton,  "Park  Service  Weighs  Future  of  Fort  Drive,"  The 
Washington  Post,  Monday,  April  30,  1962;  Martha  Strayer,  "JFK  Settles  Battle  Over  Ft.  Drive,"  Washington  Daily 
News,  May  28,  1963. 

24  "A  Ring  of  Parks,"  The  Washington  Post,  May  14,  1965;  "Beauty  Duty  Sought  for  16  Old  Forts,  The  Washington 
Post,  May  7,  1965;  Henry  Aubin,  "District's  Old  Forts:  Squirrels  Man  Ivied  Ramparts,"  The  Washington  Post, 
Monday,  December  28,  1970;  National  Capital  Planning  Commission,  Fort  Park  System,  iv. 

2*  Willard  Clopton,  "Park  Service  Weighs  Future  of  Fort  Drive,"  The  Washington  Post,  Monday,  April  30,  1962; 
"Fort  Drive,"  The  Evening  Star,  Saturday,  November  16,  1940;  Gerald  G.  Gross,  "Planning  Board  Seeks  Funds  for 
Fort  Drive,"  The  Washington  Post,  November.  15,  1940;  U.S.,  Office  of  National  Capital  Parks,  "A  History  of 
National  Capital  Parks, "By  Cornelius  W.  Heine  (Washington,  DC:  National  Capital  Parks,  National  Park  Service, 
1953),  88;  Civil  War  Round  Table  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  "Washington  Needs  The  Fort  Memorial  Freeway," 
Pamphlet  (1953?);  Judith  Beck  Helm,  Tenleytown,  DC.  Country  Village  into  A  City  Neighborhood  (Washington, 
DC:  Tennally  Press,  1981),  484;  National  Capital  Planning  Commission.  Fort  Park  System:  A  Re-evaluation  Study 
of  Fort  Drive,  Washington,  DC.  April  1965,  By  Fred  W.  Tuemmler  and  Associates,  College  Park,  Maryland  (Wash- 
ington, DC:  National  Capital  Planning  Commission,  1965),  1,  8. 

2"  National  Capital  Planning  Commission.  Fort  Park  System:  A  Re-evaluation  Study  of  Fort  Drive,  Washington, 
DC.  April  1965,  By  Fred  W.  Tuemmler  and  Associates,  College  Park,  Maryland  (Washington,  DC:  National  Capital 
Planning  Commission,  1965),  1,8. 

*•'  U.S.,  National  Capital  Planning  Commission,  Worthy  of  the  Nation:  The  History  of  Planning  for  the  National 
Capital  Frederick  Gutheim,  Consultant  (Washington,  DC:  Smithsonian  Institution  Press,  1977),  194;  Washington, 
DC.  Archives,  DC.  Records,  Central  Classified  Files:  Engineer  Department  (ED),  Engineer  Department  Case  Files, 
1897-1955,  #155186-3,  HR  10695,  60th  Congress,  1st  Session,  November  19,  1919;  RG328,  General  Records, 
Planning  files,  1924-67,  545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Committee  on,  A.E.  Demaray,  Associate  Director,  National  Park  Ser- 
vice, Memorandum  for  Secretary,  August  12,  1944;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Fort  Drive,  Gilmore  D. 
Clarke,  Chairman,  Commission  on  Fine  Arts,  to  Honorable  John  Russell  Young,  President,  Board  of  Commissioners, 
District  of  Columbia,  March  6,  1947. 

28  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  545-100,  Fort  Drive,  Fort  Drive  #1,  Carey  H.  Brown,  Engi- 
neer, to  The  Newspaper  Information  Service,  1322  New  York  Avenue,  Washington,  DC,  May  4,  1927,  6;  U.S., 
National  Capital  Planning  Commission,  Worthy  of  the  Nation:  The  History  of  Planning  for  the  National  Capital 


Civil  Defense  of  Washington  Historic  Resource  Study  Page  23 

DRAFT  Chapter  III  -  June  1998 


Frederick  Gutheim,  Consultant  (Washington,  DC:  Smithsonian  Institution  Press,  1977),  196;  "Fort  Sites  Eyed  for 
Future  Use,"  The  Washington  Post,  Friday,  October  2,  1964. 

2y  USACE\CEMVS\ED-U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers,  St.  Louis  District,  Report  on  Fort  Reno,  AAA  Site  Fort  Reno  - 
Washington,  DC,  Project  Number  -CO3DCO48401,  March  1997,  4.0  SITE  HISTORY,  4.1  HISTORICAL  SITE 
SUMMARY,  4.1.1  General  Site  History;  RG338,  Unit  Records,  Anti-Aircraft  Artillery  Brigade,  Box  20,  History  of 
the  36th  AAA  Battalion,"  not  dated  c.  1954,  3;  Helm,  Tenleytown,  534-35;  Neighborhood  Planning  Councils  2  and  3, 
Footsteps:  Historical  Walking  Tours  of  Chevy  Chase,  Cleveland  Park,  Tenleytown  ,  Friendship  (Washington,  DC: 
Neighborhood  Planning  Councils  2  and  3,  1976),  10. 

3"  "Huge  Reservoir  Is  Taking  Shape,"  The  Washington  Post  and  Times  Herald,  Thursday,  May  10,  1956;  "Bunker 
Mentality,"  City  Paper,  January  13-19,  1995;  Judith  Beck  Helm,  Tenleytown,  DC.  Country  Village  into  A  City 
Neighborhood  (Washington,  DC:  Tennally  Press,  1981),  535;  RG66,  Entry  17,  Project  Files,  1910-52,  Forts,  Fort 
Reno — Water  tower;  John  M.  Johnson,  Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers,  District  Engineer,  to  Commission  of  Fine  Arts, 
November  1,  1944. 

3 1 

Cooling,Mr  Lincoln's  Forts,  232;  House  Executive  Document  No.  361,  81st  Congress,  1st  Session,  "Supplemental 

Estimate  of  Appropriation  for  the  Department  of  the  Interior,"  October  11,  1949;  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning 
Files,  1924-67,  535,  Parks  and  Reservations,  Fort  Totten  Park,  Irving  C.  Root,  Superintendent,  National  Park  Ser- 
vice, National  Capital  Parks,  to  Mr.  Edmund  H.  Brook,  National  Brick  and  Supply  Co  January  15,  1948;  RG328, 
General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  535,  Parks  and  Reservations,  Fort  Totten  Park,  Extract  from  minutes  of 
the  190th  meeting  of  the  National  Capital  Park  and  Planning  Commission  held  on  Dec.  16,  1943;  RG328,  General 
Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  535,  Parks  and  Reservations,  Fort  Totten  Park,  Letter  of  February  14,  1947; 
RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  535,  Parks  and  Reservations,  Fort  Dupont  Park;  A.E.  Demaray, 
Acting  Executive  Director,  to  Lt.  Col.  William  C.  Ready,  Corps  of  Engineers,  Mid-Atlantic  Division,  Dec.  2,  1944. 

3^  Martha  Strayer,  "Old  Fort  Foote,  a  Forlorn  and  Forgotten  Place,"  The  Washington  Daily  News,  Monday,  July  20, 
1931;  Louise  Daniel  Hutchinson,  The  Anacostia  Story:  J 608-1 930  (Washington,  DC:  Published  for  the  Anacostia 
Neighborhood  Museum  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  by  the  Smithsonian  Institution  Press,  1977),  126,  129,  135; 
Mark  Tooley,  "Battle  at  Fort  Stevens  Saved."  The  Washington  Post,  August  6,  1994. 

33  Reed  Hansen,  "Civil  War  to  Civil  Concern:  A  History  of  Fort  Marcy,  Virginia,"Masters  thesis  in  History,  George 
Mason  University,  1973,  71,  74-77,  80,  83,  88;  Eleanor  Lee  Templeman, "  Fairfax  Heritage  No.  3:  Fort  Marcy's  Fate 
Uncertain,  Northern  Virginia  Sun,  February  28,  1958;  "Fort  Marcey's  Guns  Protected  Bridge  Entering  'Georgetown 
Pike,"  Fairfax  Herald,  February  25,  1972,  7;  "Civil  War 's  Fort  Marcy  Slated  to  Become  Park,"  The  Washington  Post 
and  Times  Herald,  Thursday,  March  13,  1958;  Jack  Eisen,  "Unreconstructed  Rebels  Will  Not  Buy  Civil  War  Fort 
Marcy  for  Parkway,"  The  Washington  Post,  April  3,  1958;  Jean  M.  White,  "Access  Road  Will  Be  Built  to  Fort 
Marcy,"  The  Washington  Post,  November  6,  1960;  "Fairfax  Official  Recalls  how  "Sit-In"  Saved  Historic  Fort  From 
Bulldozers,"  The  Washington  Post,  July  30,  1963;  "Housewife's  Defiance  Saved  Fort  Marcy,"  The  Evening  Star,  July 
29,  1963;  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  543-36,  Civil  War  Forts,  Preservation  of,  Harry  f. 
Thompson,  Acting  Superintendent,  National  Capital  Parks,  Memorandum  to  Director,  National  Capital  Planning 
commission,  SUBJ:  Preservation  of  the  Civil  War  Forts,  May  28,  1954,  and  Stanley  McClure,  Assistant  Chief, 
National  Memorials  and  Historic  Sites  Section,  National  Capital  Parks,  NPS,  to  Messers.  Kelly,  Thompson,  Gartside, 
Jett  and  Sager,  May  24,  1954,  SUBJ:  Preservation  of  the  Civil  War  Forts,  1952-54;  U.S.,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
National  Park  Service,  George  Washington  Memorial  Parkway,  Earthworks  Landscape  Management  Plan.    Fort 
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Marcy.  (Washington,  DC:  U.S.,  Department  of  the  Interior,  National  Park  Service.  George  Washington  Memorial 
Parkway,  1995). 

34  RG328,  General  Records,  Planning  Files,  1924-67,  543-36,  Civil  War  Forts,  Preservation  of,  Stanley  McClure, 
Assistant  Chief,  National  Memorials  and  Historic  Sites  Section,  National  Capital  Parks,  National  Park  Service,  to 
Messers.  Kelly,  Thompson,  Gartside,  Jett  and  Sager,  May  24,  1954,  SUBJ:  Preservation  of  the  Civil  War  Forts,  1952- 
54. 

35  "Site  of  7  Comers  Center  Once  Called  Fort  Buffalo,"  The  Washington  Post,  Oct  3,  1956;  "Modern  Shopping 
Center  Stands  Near  Civil  War  Shooting  Grounds,  The  Washington  Daily  News,  October  3,  1956;  "Fairfax  Official 
Recalls  how  "sit-In"  Saved  Historic  Fort  From  Bulldozers,"  The  Washington  Post,  July  30,  1963;  "County  Seeks  to 
Preserve  Ft.  Reynolds,"  The  Washington  Post,  September  9,  1954;  "Gun  Battery  Yields  Only  Yankee  Button,  The 
Evening  Star,  April  25,  1958;  "Old  Gun  Emplacement  Halts  School  Bulldozer,  "  The  Evening  Star,  April  23,  1958; 
Jack  Eisen,  "Unreconstructed  Rebels  Will  Not  Buy  Civil  War  Fort  Marcy  for  Parkway,"  The  Washington  Post,  April 
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